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CHAPTER I 
THE CITY OF AHMADABAD 
The city of Ahmadabad was described by Amin Ahmad Razi i>\ 
the Haft Iglim (1593-4) as one of the new cities. The emergence 
of Ahmadabad undoubtedly appears a part of the process of 
urbanisation that took place in medieval India. The medieval 
Indian urbanization has been attributed mainly to the drain 
of agrarian surplus from the villages in the form of land revenue 
2 
claimed by a non-rural ruling class. However, a nvimber of medieval 
towns that might have emerged as a result of the carting away 
of surplus from the villages did not remain purely parasitic 
and only administrative headquarters but developed as centres 
3 
of manufactures and commerce as well. 
Ahmadabad offers a good example of such a town. It 
owed its foundation to Ahmad^Shah I, the Sultan of Gujarat 
(1411-42), Nizam -ud- Din Ahmad in his Tabaqat -i- Akbari 
offers an interesting account of the establishment of Ahmadabad. 
1. Amin Ahmad Raai, Haft Iqlim (1593-94), ed. M. Ishaque, 
Bib. Ind., Calcutta, 1963, p. 87. 
2. Irfan Habib, "Potentialities of Capitalistic Development 
in the Economy of Mughal India", Enquiry, N.S.III(3) 1971 
Delhi, pp. 27-33» 
3. Ibid. 
4. Shaikh Sikandar, >flrat -i- SikandarT, 1611, ed. S.C. Misra & 
M.L, Rahiman, Baroda, 1961, p.43;see also S.C. Misra,Rise of 
Muslim power in Gujarat^ Delhi, 1982, p. 213. 
5. Nizam -ud- Din Ahmad, Tabaqat -1- Akbari, Lucknow, 1875, p,450,_ 
-2-
He is followed by the author of the Haft Iqlim who expressedly 
mentions the Tabaqat as its source. There is* another similar 
2 but independent account offered by Firishta. 
Sultan Ahmad I is reported to have come accross a place 
on the eastern bank of river Sabarmati that .was in the immediate 
vicinity of the old town of Asawal, while he was engaged in 
supressing his recalcitrant cousin Feroz JKhan, The Sultan took 
fancy to the pleasant climate,of the place and with the blessings 
of the saint Shaikh Ahmad Khattu decided to establish a new city. 
The auspicious date for foundation was fixed by the astrologers 
on Friday, 3rd. of zlqad 813 A.H. (i.e. 27 Feb. 1411 A.D.f. 
The foundation of the city was laid by four pious Ahmads of 
the time including of course Sultan Ahmad Sh*^ h himself, t,he 
other three being Shaikh Ahmad Khattu, Malik Ahmad and Qazi Ahmad 
of Patan. The city was thus named Ahmadabad • 
The Mi^ rat -i- SikandarT says that the city was built 
at a great pace and the building of the fort and the mosque 
6 '' — — 
was completed soon. The Mirat -i- Ahmadi gives more explicit 
information; According to its version the city took three years 
7 
to be built and was completed in 815 A.H. (1412-13 A.D.), 
1, Haft Iqlim, p. 87. 
2.^Abul Qasim Firishta, Tarikh -i- Firishta, II, Nawal Kishore, 
Kanpur, 1884 p. 183. 
3. Ali Muhammad Khan, Mirat-1- Ahmadi (1761), ed. Nawab Ali.2 Vols< 
& Supplement, Baroda,1927-28 ^ nd 1930; Mfrat (Suppl.)pp.l-2, 
also gives a detail account of the foundationsof the city. 
4. While all other sources simply mention the year Mirat (Supp.) 
pp. 1-2 gives the exact date. 
5. Mirat -i- Sikandari, ;. 43» 
6. Mijrat -i- Sikandari,pp. 31-39. 
7. MiVat (Suppl.)/ pp.1-2. 
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The city seems to have flourished under the Sultans 
of Gujarat. The walled city itself comprised of the fort, 
mosque and different markets while outside the city wall there 
were 360 puras each of which was almost a self sufficient 
township in itself with markets and mosque and a surrounding 
2 
wall. Pearson suggests that each pura was established by a 
3 
noble and was named after him. However, it seems difficult 
to find support for this assertion in our sources. 
The new city seems to have grown with some speed and 
by the reign of Sultan Mahmud I (1458) another seat of capital 
was founded at a distance of 12 Karohs from the centre of 
Ahmadabad and designated Mahmudab"Sd. But Sultan Mahmud built 
markets and asked his nobles to build their residences on the 
two sides of the route between the two cities. The two cities 
4 by these constructions, integrated into one, 
Such an expansion of the town can not probably be solely 
attributed to its being the capital of the Sultanate of Gujarat, 
1, Abul Pazal, Ain -i- AKbari, I,ed, Blochmann, Calcutta, 1867, 
p. 486,' 
2, Ibid, However Mirat -i" Ahmadi mentions 360 or 380 puras. 
Mirat (Suppl.), p,6, 
3, M.N. Pearson, Merchants and Rulers in Gujarat, California, 
1976, p. 63. 
4, Mlrat (Suppl.), p,6, 
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Gujarat was the major out let for India's sea-borne 
trade otpLng to its geographical location as has aptly been 
suiraned up by Tome Pires that 'Cambaya* (Gujarat) stretches 
its two arms, one to Aden and the other to Malacca. Gujarat 
retained its commercial primacy inspite of .the Portugues 
2 
appearance and interference. It was thus perhaps natural that 
the city of Ahmadabad linked with the ports of Cambay and with 
enormous economic resources should also develope as a major 
centre of manufacture and trade. The main factor for the 
growth and importance of this city thus lay in its commer-
cial position. 
At the turn of the 17th century all our authorities 
noticed its wide and well organised markets. Amin Ahmad Razi 
says that the Shops on the two sides of the spacious streets 
4 
were double or triple storied. As noticed earlier a big market 
was one.of the important part of the main plan of the city 
5 that was built by Sultan Ahmad himself. The fact that . . 
1. Tome Pires, S\3ma Oriental of Tome Pires, ed, and tr. A, 
Cortesao, Hakluyt Society, 2nd. series; No.LXXXIX, London, 
1944; I, p.42. 
2. M.N.Pearson, pp. 106-07. Surendra Gopal, "Commerce and Craft 
of Gujarat 16th, and 17th. Centuries" Delhi, 1975, p.239, 
O.P.Singh, Surat and its Trade in the second half of the 17th. 
Century, Delhi, 1977, pp. 195-95. 
3. Tabqat, p. 450; Haft Iqlim, p.87 Ain,:^.486 
4. Haft Iqlim,pp. 86-87; It is also suggested by the plan of 
houses gifted by Santidas to his heirs in Ahmadabad in 
1657 A.D. for details see M.Jawaid Akhtar, "Santidas's 
property in Ahmadabad,^An analysis of his gift deed, 16571? 
Paper presented at P.I.H.C. Srinagar^l986, 
5. Tabqat,p, 450; .Mirat -i- Sikandari, p. 43. 
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When Sultan Mahmud I founded Mahmudabad in 1479 at a distance 
of 12 Karohs from the old city, he. built markets on the two 
sides of the route linking the two cities, makes the growing 
commercial activity of the town obvious. 
However in 1595-96 only 84 of the originally intended 
160 puras were inhabited according to Abul Fazl, Though the 
city of Ahmadabad is still mentioned as one of the largest 
in the entire Mug[hal Empire, 
The Mughal conquest of Gujarat in 1572 ofcourse should 
have resulted in further commercial growth of Ahmadabad being 
now the centre of oversea commerce of the mighty Mughal Empire 
not only that of Gujarat Sultanat, The Mughal Empire as the 
hinter-land provided much more economic resources. The linking 
of Ahmadabad with other towns of the Empire must have offered 
further impetus to Ahmadabad Commerce, 
An added advantage for Ahmadabad was the agricultural 
prosperity of its country side. Barbosa described its country 
side as a very fertile country of abundant provisions. He 
2 further praised Ahmadabad as very rich and well supplied, 
l,Ain, I, p. 486, 
2,Durate Barbosa,Book of Durate Barbosa, ed. Mansel Long worth 
Dames,2 Vols, Hakluyt Society, London, 1918 and 1921, I, p.108, 
see also p. 125, 
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The economic importance of the city can be gauged 
from the contanporary literature. The European travellers 
have left behind very fascinating accounts of Ahmadab'ad 
during the 17 th. Century. These accounts shed considerable 
light on the situation, beauty, process of.urbanization, 
manufactures, trade and crafts of Ahmadabad during our period. 
The importance of Ahmadabad during the 17th. Century 
was due to many factors; namely, the availability of commo-
dities like indigo, textiles, saltpetre precious metals, stones 
and pearls. It also served as a depot for the transit trade 
linked to Sindh in the north, Surat in the South, Cambay in 
the west and Agra in the east. The presence of foreign compa-
nies like English, Dutch, and French East India Companies is 
a proof to Ahmadabiad's economic importance. Ahmadabad was 
always a favoured resort of the merchants of all nationalities. 
As Downton remarked that the "tlnglish, Dutch, Portugues, Jews, 
Armenians, Arabians, Medes and Persians, Turks and Tatarians 
cum multi aliis.....," were living in Ahmadabad. While the 
1. For these accounts see John Jourdain, Journal of John 
Jourdain 1608 - 1617,ed. W. Foster, Hakluyt Society, 1905, 
pp. 173, notes on pp. 95, 143; Nicholas Down ton. Voyage 
of Nicholas Downton to the East Indies 1614-15, ed. W.Foster, 
London, 1939, pp. 112, 151-152. 
2, Downton, pp. 151-52. 
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Gujarati merchants themselves were well organised and 
carrying certainly a large proportion of trade, 
The city of Ahmadabad is described as "great and 
.,2 
populous'^  We do not have any statistical data on the popu-
lation of Ahmadabad during the 17th. Century but it has been 
3 
stated to be as big as London or Paris. On the basis of thxs 
rough assesment of the population,Irfan Habib estimated the 
population of the city of Ahmadabad as 100,000-200,000 in the 
4 year 1613, As the town was administrative cum commercial Centre 
being the head quarters of both the sarkar and the suba^ so a 
fairly good number of imperial officers and their retinue and 
hangers on should have been residing in the city. There were 
also different groups of people deriving their livelihood" 
from the city like the merchant class including banians, petty 
shop keepers, brokers etc. Then there was the class of the 
primary producers comprising of artisans, skilled workers, 
labourers, washermen and dyers etc. Ahmadabad being an empo-
rium of various products attracted the merchants of different 
1. M.N. Pearson, pp. 99-100. Ashin Dasgupta in Cambridge Economic 
History of India, I, ed.'*Tapan Ray Chaudhry & Irfan Habib, 
Delhi, 1984, pp.412-13. 
2. Down-ton, pp.151-152, 
3. Letters Received by the East India Company from its servants 
in the East (1602-17), 6 Vols, ed. F.C.Danvers and W.Foster 
(Vols II-VI), London, 1896-1902,11, p. 28; Withington, in 
Early Travels in India, ed. Foster, London, 1921,p.206. 
4. Tapan Ray Chaudhry & Irfan Habib, ed. Cambridge Economic 
History of India, I, p. 171. 
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nationalities as noticed by Downton. So quite a nxjunber of 
Asian and European merchants with their establishments were 
living in the city..Such a composition of population thus 
suggest that the city was not solely dependent on extraction 
of revenues from the village side. 
The hectic commercial activities in Ahmadabad were 
also due to many crafts and agro based products. The rich 
production of Ahmadabad included textiles, indigo, saltpetre 
and sugar etc. Out of these textile and indigo were the most 
2 
coveted items of export. As Jourdain has remarked that various 
types of cloths were manufactured in Ahmadabad and.much'.i-
trade was carried out.in these commodities. Indigo produced 
at Sarkhej and its adjoining villages was manufactured and 
4 
distributed at Ahmadabad. Saltpetre was in demand both in 
India and Europe during the 17th. Century, It was supplied 
in good quantity from Ahmadabad, 
Ahmadabad recieved the attention of the Mughal Court 
and the nobility specially for its trade in gold, silver, 
1, Downton, pp. 151-152. 
2, For details see chapters III & IV, 
3, Jourdain, p. 173, 
4, Ibid ' 
5, For details see chapter V, 
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pearls and precious stones as well as brocades, Manucci was 
highly impressed by the jewellery made at Ahmadabad. 
Ahmadabad acted both as the entry point and distri-
buting centre of goods ; coming from Sarkhej,Cambay, Surat, 
Burhanpur and it supplied the needs of Baroda, Broach and 
other cities. It ha^ trade relations with distant areas 
like Mocha and Basra in the middle east and Java and Sumatra 
in South East Asia, It also had a considerable share qf India's 
2 
trade with countries of Europe and Asia. 
The magnitude of urban taxation may provide us an 
index of its commercial activity. The city of Ahmadabad paid 
3 
second largest amount of urban tax in 1595-96. The urban tax 
paid by Ahmadabad was 3,13,02,645 dams, which may suggest 
4 
that after Agra it was the most important urban centre. 
There were fluctuations and troughs in the economic 
fortunes of Ahmadabad during the period under discussion. 
1. Niccolao Manucci (1699-1709), Storia do Moqor, trans, W.Irvine, 
4 Vols. London, 1907-8; ii, pp. 399-400. 
2. Samuel Purchas, Purchas his Pilqrimes,Ed. Made hose, 20 Vols, 
G^sgow, 1905? iv, p. 433; The English' Factories in India 
(1618-69), ed. W. Foster, 13 Vols. Oxford, 1906-27; EFI 1618-21, 
pp. 11, 92-95,301,330; EFI 1622-23, pp. 144, 237, 270; EFI 
1634-36, pp. 94, 217; EFI 1651-54, pp.57,109. 
3. Shireen Moosvi, Economy of the Mughal Empire -A Statistical 
Study, Delhi, 19 87, p.310. 
4. Ibid, p. 313; The percentage of urban tax was 98.361 consi-
dering Agra as the Index (=100), 
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The decline of Cainbay port during the first quarter of the 
17th. Century diverted the direction of trade from Alimadabad 
to Surat the famine of 1630-32 also had its toll. The trade 
and manufacture declined during the famine but once the famine 
. 2 
was over by 1636 the trade picked up again, 
Writing in 1760 the author of the Mi rat -i- Ahmadi 
still describes Ahmadabad as one of the biggest centre of 
textile production that was highly in demand within the country 
as well as abroad, 
The city of Ahmadabad thus seems to have retained its 
commercial privacy all through the rest of the Mu_cfhal Empire 
and even regions outside the Empire remained important though 
after the emergence of Surat port its overseas commerce must 
have been affected and consequently the internal trade. 
1. EFI 1630-33, p. xiil» 
2. EFI 1634-36, pp, 170, 72, 274. 
3. Mirat (Suppl,), p. 6, 
CHAPTER II 
TRADE ROUTES AND PORTS 
Ahmadabad emerged as an important centre of trade and 
commerce as well as manufacture during the 16th. and 17th. 
centuries. It was the major market for Sarkhej indigo (see chaptei 
IV) as well as saltpetre (vide chapter V) besides many other 
commodities such as sugar, paper, •tc. much in demand for export. 
Its own manufacture textile particularly brocade was much sought 
after not only for export but also within the Mughal empire. As 
seen in chapter I Ahmadabad vis a vis the magnitude of its 
taxation was next onlyto Agra at the close of the 16th. Century, 
a position that it probably retained for a larger part of the 
17th. Century when Surat emerged as a major rival. 
The city of Ahmadabad not only recieved goods for foreign 
trade from almost all over India but was natur~ally the entry 
point for a large portion of the imports which were then dis-
tributed all over the Empire. 
Owing to its vital position as the centre of trade as 
well as production, Ahmadabad ought to have been linked with 
most of the major towns of the Mu_ghal Empire to whose need it 
catered to and from where it recievecl raw material and goods as 
well. 
-12-
As Sabarmati was not navigable/ the goods destined to 
Ahmadabad and its exits travelled over land, Ahmadabad was 
ideally situated and well served by trade routes with 
different economic units of the country; such as Bengal/ 
Agra, Multan, Deccan, Madras and various other towns of 
Gujarat during the 17th, Century. Of course^ the strong cent-
ralized Mughal administration linked these areas with great 
uniformity during our period. 
Ahmadabad was . linked w5.th north India by two 
main routes. The first of these linked Ahmadabad with Agra 
through western Rajasthan via Ajmer, Merta, Jodhpur, Jalor, 
2 
Surat/ Cambay and Broach. The second route passed through 
Malwa and Khandera and this road further extended to Gwalior, 
Sironj,Ujjain, Manda and Burhanpur. Beyond Thalwer it followed 
3 
the course of the Tapti to Surat^ and then led to Ahmadabad, 
1. B.G.Gokhale, "Ahmadabad in the XVIIth Century", Journal of 
the Economic and Social History of the Orient, XII, 1969, 
p. 187. 
2. Tapan Ray Chaudhry and Irfan Habib (ed.) Cambridge Economic 
History of India Vol. I, p.338; Irfan Habib, Atlas of the 
Mughal Empire, Dehli, 1982, Sheet I. 
3. Ibid. 
AHMADABAD: TRADE ROUTES 
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Ahmadabad Commanded the caravan routes to Thatta (Sind) 
1 2 
in the north and Agra in the north east. Agra also acted as 
an intermediate emporixom for the goods coming from Bengal 
and destined to Ahmadabad^ Silk was specially coming from 
Qasimbazar to the markets of Gujarat in general and Ahmadabad 
in particular. 
Ahmadabad was connected by trade routes to the import-
ant ports and commercial cum manufacturing centres of :Gujarat 
4 5 6 
like Cambay , Surat and Broach, It was also linked with such 
7 8 
important cities as Broda and Ajmer, Thus we see that Ahmadabad 
was connected with most of the major high ways and the branch 
routes passing through other "towns of Gujarat. 
The Agra - Ahmadabad route via Burhanpur was preferred 
by merchants on Agra - Ahmadabad route via Ajmer for multiple 
reasons. The route via Ajmer passed through the territories of 
1. Withington tn Early Travels, pp.208-217. 
2. Jean - Baptist __ Tavernier, Travels in India, tr. V.Ball, ed, 
W. Crooke, 2 Vols, London, 1925, I, p. 65. 
3. Streynsham Master, Diaries of Streyn sham Master 1675-80, 
ed, R.C. Temple, Indian Records Series, 2 Vols; London, 1911, 
n , p.322. 
4. Jean de Thevenot, Indian Travels of Thevenot and Careri, ed. 
Surendranath Sen, Delhi, 1949; p.17. 
5. Thevenot, pp. 7-11. 
6. Tavernier, I, p.58, see also Mirat (Suppi.), p. 177. 
7. Tavernier, I, p.65. 
8. Mirat (Suppl.), p.176. 
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the Rajput Zamindars and the i English in 1616 described "customs 
and extortions ..jbntolerable". Tavernier too complains against 
these extortions. While the route via Burha^ ipur passed almost 
entirely through imperial territories and was described by English 
2 
as safer, speedier and cheaper. The new route was much preferred 
by the English at that. THis is also evident from a farrnaa of 
Sh^h Jahan issued in 1650 A.D.Thus farm'^ n which was abviously 
issued on the pleadings of the English gives certain concessions 
and exempts them from various cesses and customary impositions 
3 : 
on this particular route via Burhampur. The mere fact that the 
English did not request these previleges on the alternate route 
via Ajmer suggests that by 1650 they were most probably using the 
Burhampur route, and almost altogether abondoned the Ajmer route. 
Though the route was still used by other merchants. 
However this route had an added attraction for the banjaras 
since being one of the most fertile tract,supplies must have been 
easily available as well as the grazing ground for animals on 
1. Tavernier, I, p.31; see also EFIU646-50, pp. 192-93. 
2. W.Poster, Supplementary Calendar of Documents in the India 
Office relating to India or to the Home Affairs ot the East 
India Company, 1600-1640, London, 1928, p.89, 
3. B.M. Add. 24039, f.5. 
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whose backs they carried their merchandise. However, this 
route was not fit during the months of heavy rains, 
II 
As far as the sea - routes are concerned; Ahmadabad, 
being a land - locked city, was served through the ports of 
Cambay and Broach. 
CAMBAY: 
The main sea port of Ahmadabad was Cambay while Gogha 
served as an outer port of Cambay. The strip of sea which sepe-
rates the peninsula of Kathiawar from the north side of western 
coast is known as Gulf of Cambay. Cambay lies at the head of the 
1. Tavemier/ 1, p.31. 
-16-
Gulf/ in the western part of the province of Gujarat, between 
22° 9 and 22°5' E1 While Gogha is situated between 21° 41' N 
and 72° 17' E, in the peninsula of Kathia-war on the Gulf of 
2 
Cambay* 
Cambay did net have the facility for the anchorage of 
large ships. During the second half of the 16th century Abul 
Fazl' informs us " vessels sail from and trade to Gogha. The 
cargoes are put into small vessels called Tawari which trans-
3 
port them to Kambayat, Jahangir is more explicit while he re-
peats the sam.e information as given by Abul Fazl, he clearly 
states that the larger ships could not anchor at Cambay and 
4 
thus its dependency Gogha served the purpose. This is further 
attested by the author of the Mlr'St -i- Ahmadi, writing in 
1760's , that port of Gogha was situated on the shore of the 
sea and as the port of Cambay did not have the facility for 
the larger ships, they anchored at Gogha from where the goods 
2. 
were carried through small boats to Cambay. Thus Gogha was 
1, Imperial Gazetteerof India,Government of India, Oxford, 1910, 
^ Vol. IX, p. 292. 
2.. Ibid. Vol - XII, p. 301. 
3, Ain, I, p.486. 
4, Jahangir, Tuzuk -i- Jahangirj., ed. Syed Ahmad, Gazipur and 
Aligarh, 1863-4; p. 206» 
5, Mirat (Suppl,), p.194; according to Irfan Habib, Cambay was 
designated Bondar or port by the Ain, I,p.486 and Mirat Suppl. 
pp,193, 239 only by courtesy, in view of the cargo sent out 
from it to lade ships at another port. An Atlas of the Mughal 
Empire, Delhi, 1982, p.24. 
€> 
serving as an outer port to Cambay. Thevenot says that larger 
ships could remain at 3 or 4 leagues of Cambayt The larger vessels 
coming even so close seems doubtful since .an English factor 
reports in 1635 that it could recieve the ships upto 80 tons 
berthen only. While at Gogha. ships upto 1500 tons were laiden^ 
Among the European traders the Portuguese were the first 
to establish themselves at Cambay, As early as 1509, the private 
Portuguese traders had started operating at this port in large 
4 
magnitude. By 1594 there were about 100 Portuguese families. 
5 
in Cambay. They were engaged in buying Gujarati goods to be 
sent to the port of Goa from where they were transported to 
other countries on Portuguese ships. The other European merchants 
7 
too were naturally using these ports. The Dutch had established 
1. Early Travels in India, p. 18# 
2. EFI.,1634-36, p.217, EFI 1637-41,p.42. 
3. Purchas , IV, p.296. 
4. M.N. Pearson, Merchants and Rulers in Gujarat, p. 38. 
5. Father Felix, "Mughal Farmans, Parwanas and sanads issued 
in favour of the Jesuit missionaries". Journal of the Punjab 
Historical Society, V, 1916, p.8. 
6. Francois Pyrard de Laval, Voyages of Francois Pyrard of Laval 
to the East Indies, the Maldives, the Moluccas and Brazil 
(1608-9;. tr. and ed. A Grey, London, 1888, II, r>. 246; Jourdain, 
p.173. 
7. Tuzuk,.p.206. 
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their factory at Cambay in 1620 by obtaining a nishan (order) 
from Prince Khurram as early as 161&;' In this n_ishan the 
prince sjfjecified that the Dutch factors were not to be molested 
who 
by the officiala/were ordered to provide them protection. The 
English did not remain behind and in 1621, they too established 
2 
a factory at Cambay independent of Ahmadabad".. In 1623 the English 
allegedly got the concession of "free trade" in the ports of 
3 
"Surat/ Cambay, Gogha, Sind and Bengala". The English were 
given leave to trade in all commodities except coral and they 
A 
were also prohibited to fortify their factory. The French were 
the last to join the race at Cambay by establishing their factory 
in late 1660s. 
As is well known the first half of the 17th century was 
marked by an intense rivalry amongst the European companies for 
the mastery over Indian seas. The contemporary literature is 
ful of information about incidents of capturing each other's 
6 
vessels. The Portuguese ceaselessly tried to oust other commercial 
n 
powers from Gujarat but could not succeed in their attempts. 
l.The Dutch Factories in India 1617-23, ed. and tr. O.M, Prakash, 
Delhi, 1984,pp.l6,59; the nishgn is however, wrongly termed as 
farman in the text,(p,59), 
2, EF(l>v 1618-21, pp,51,234, 
3, Ibid;1622-23, p.309, Ibidjl624-29, pp.27-28, 
4, Ibidj1622-23,p,309, To this effect a nishan was issued by 
Prince Khurram on 13 Dec, 1619 A.D., Br. M. MS. Add. 405, 
5. Memoirs of Francois Martin (1670-1694), India in the 17th. 
Century, tr. with annotations, Lotika Varada-rajan, Delhi, 
1981, Vol, part, I, p,309, 
6. DFI.^1617-23, p. 22. 
7. Ibid, pp.139-40. 
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In 1514, the Portuguese tried to burn the port of Gogha, and 
in this incident " ten great ships, one where of was Rehemee, 
and one hundred and twenty small vessels" were burnt. In these 
tussles of th'e European merchants, the Indian merchants - too 
2 
were victimised. After the devastating attacks of the Portuguese 
on Gogha and its neighbour-hood, the Mughal administration is 
reoorted to have made attempts to fortify the port. 
The Portuguese were loosing their grip over Cambay by 
1621, while earlier they used to send "200 to 300 frigates" , 
4 
now the number declined to "40 to 50 frigates". The relation-
ship between the Portuguese and English normalised by 1635, 
"we (English) might be priveleged as far as our friends the 
Portuguese to lend and leave our goods upon the same custom 
5 
and conditions usually taken in that place," This cordiality 
was not toslast long and again in 1639, the dispute arose. 
So far as the port administration of Cambay is concerned, 
mutasaddi whom the Europeans called governor, was the most impo-
rtant official at the port. The mutasaddi of Surat is often 
reported to have jointly administcr^ithe ports of Cambay, Broach 
1, Purchase IV, p.225. 
2. DFI^1617-23, pp. 196-7; Ib_id,_ p. 222. 
3. Downton, p.174. 
4. DFI-J1617-23, p,155. 
5, EFIol634-36, p.116. 
6, Purchas, III, p.181. 
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and Gogha etc. The sources mention the name of Muqqarrab Khan 
in 1608 as the mutasaddi of Surat and Cambay. The mutasaddi 
2 
was looking after the post administration in general. At 
- 3 times the mutasaddi also held the post of faujdar . 
4 
The fautdSr was another important official at the port. 
As he was the official with whom the merchants were in constant 
contact, they could not refuse his demands. Because it was as 
realised by the Dutch "in the interest of ^continued trade in 
the area". The superiors of the Dutch officials at Surat right 
from the beginning instructed their subordinates at Cambay to 
follow certain norms in dealing with the local officials which 
were laid down as "presenting gifts to the mutasaddi» the Shah -
bandar and the person incharge of the fort on the arrival of 
"7 
the ships . The English too seem, to have maintained good rela-
tions with the local authorities. We find that in 1628, when 
Mir Musa, the mutasaddi of Cambay, asked the English to bring 
some specific goods from abroad, the order was readily carried 
^8 
out. 
1. Purchas, III, p.281; Hawkins in Early Travels, p.63, 
2. DFI»,1617-23, p.22. 
3. Mirat, I,p.259; Ibid, pp.316-17. 
4. DFIvl617-23, pp.191-92. 
5. Ibid, pp.191-92. 
6. DFI^1617-23,p.222, 
7. Ibid, p.16. 
8. EFI.,1624-29, p.195 
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The merchants were to pay 2.5% as the custom duty at 
the port. Further they had "to pay an additional duty of 1% 
1 
if the goods were transported through land". 
2 3 Prom the port of Cambay the ships sailed to Mocha, Queda, 
4 5 
Oimuz, and Basra, coastal trade with Malabar, Broach, Daman, 
Goa and Surat too was a common feature, besides the overseas 
trade during the 17th. century. The sea-borne trade at Cambay 
was not the sole monopoly of the Indian and other merchants. 
7 
The Mughal Princes and nobles too invested in trade at Cambay, 
The commercial importance of Cambay can well be gauged 
from the fact that when in 21st, RY of Shshjahan, an; Isfahani 
merchant who had a sound knowledge of horses and precious stones 
came to India, the Emperor gave him the charge of the port of 
Cambay. We have the authority of Lahori that Ali Akbar was made 
the mutasaddi of the ports of Cambay and Surat owing to his 
g 
expertise and knowledge of horses and stones. 
1. DFIol617-23, pp,135-36» 
2. EFI.,1622-23, p.271, Ibid, 1637-41, p,39. 
3. William Finch in Early Travels, p.130. 
4. DFI.3I6I7-23, p.283. 
5. SFI.,1637r41^p.l. 
6. EFI.,1634-36, p.26, Ibid, pp.3,5. 
7. fiFI>,1618-21,p.2; Lett. Rcvd.;III, p.270. 
8. *Abdul Hamid Lahori, Badshahnama, Bib. Ind., Calcutta, 1866-72. 
Vol. II, pt.2, pp.606-607; See also SFLj 1644-50,pp.62,65,84, 
185; The Mughals Showed their preference in appointing such 
men of experience aad knowledge as governors of these port 
towns. See also Manucci, Vol,I,p.63, 
-22-
Some of the Indian merchants participating in trade at 
the Cambay ports re: ferred to in our sources were Vishmu Das, 
Gopal Das and Deo Karu Vaisva. They had good relations with 
tVie English, as the Enflish, borrowed money from Indian merchants 
when need arose on interest which was reported to be "100 mah 
mudis for 42 rupees" in 1622 i.e. 16.8%(inost probably per year). 
And some-times the Indian merchants sent their cargoes on European 
ships. 
The English at Cambay carried their trade through 
middlemen, the name"of Ji Ram Shah and Khizr Khan appears as 
important brokers. Another broker mentioned by the English 
factor was Hira. The English did not solely depend upon these 
brokers, if they failed to bring goods at the said time the 
factor preferred to deal directly to acquire the required qua-
lity by purchases in the market and dispatch the goods in time. 
The cost of transportation from Burhanpur to Cambay 
reported by the English factors as "1^ mahmudis, the small 
n 
maunds" (the Gujarat man equal to 27.5 Lb.)^ besides 1^% customs 
on all goods. The insurance facility also existed, as we find 
1. EgI.,1622-23, p. 19; Ibid 1646-50> p. 17. 
2. EFI.jl622-23, p. 19,The value of mahmudis was 2/5ths. of a 
rupee in the beginning of 17th."century and rose to 4/9ths. 
of a rupee in 1636. Irfc^ n Habib, Agrarian System of Mughal 
India, Bombay, 1963, p.384 and also see fn.no.l8» 
3. EFIy1646-50, p.l7» 
4. EFL,1622-23, D. 148, 
5. EFI., 1622-23, pjp. 163-64. 
6. EFI.,1622-23, p.185. 
7. Irfan Habib, Agrarian system of Mughal India, p.376-. 
8. EFI.? 1618-21, PT3T:^ • 
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from Cambay to Swally 2 or 2^ %^ was levied. 
This was the general picture of active commercial prac-
tices at Cambay ^orts till the early years- of the 17th century. 
The ports of Cambay seem to have enjoyed a dominant 
position in Mughal India's overseas trade uptil the second 
decade of the 17th, Century. Where after, Surat emerged as 
2 
a rival quite rapidly and became the major port of Gujarat. 
This change is noticed by Moreland who finds its evidence in 
the declinning out put of the Ahmadabad mint and a correspon-
3 
ding rise in minting at Surat. 
Since bullion was the major item of import in Mughal 
India and there was a free coinage, the volume of minting may 
safely be taken as an index of the trading activity at these 
ports. However, Moreland has based his study on the coins 
preserved in Lucknow, Calcutta and Lahore museums. While 
the surviving number of coins could possibly serve as an index 
of the actual minting the samples drawn from musuem collections 
1. EFI.jl622-23, p.101. 
2. The^vento refers to the falling exports of Cambay in 1687^ 
Travels in India, p.18, 
3. W.H.Moreland, From Akbar to Aurangzeb. Delhi, 1972, p.177, 
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can not be assumed random and unbiased since it suffers 
from the bias of the collectors. I have therefore drawn my 
2 
sample from the U.P. Coin-finds Reports. 
The following table shows the out put of the coins of 
Ahmadabad and Surat mints arranged decade - wise. 
TABLE 
Year 
1572-1581 
1582-1591 
1592-1601 
1602-1611 
1612-1621 
1622-1631 
1632-1641 
1642-1651 
1652-1661 
1662-1671 
1672-1681 
1682-1691 
1692-1701 
1702-1707 
Ahmadabad 
83 
188 
215 
127 
53 
16 
15 
8 
8 
13 
1 
1 • 
2 
2 
Surat 
6 
42^ 
33 
39^ 5 
44is 
55 
68Ji 
89 
58ii 
4:lh 
1. For. criticism of the sample from museum collections; see 
John S. Deyell/^Numismatic Methodology in the Estimation 
of Mughal Currency out put',' Indian Economic and Social 
History Review XIII, No.3,p.375. 
2, A.K.Srivastava, Coin Hoards of Uttar Pradesh, Vol. I, Lucknow, 
1981. 
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The evidence of U.P. Coinfind; reports establishes it 
beyond doubt that the Ahmadabad mint's out put began declining 
from 1612-21, the decade in which minting at Surat began and 
by 1672-81 the Surat mint almost completely replaced Ahmadabad. 
Though interestingly enough a mint was open at Cambay as well 
sometime before 1650 and was minting coins down to 1703, However 
the surviving coins from Cambay mint are so scarce that it can 
not be assumed that the minting at Cambay would have made up 
for the decline in the output of Ahmadabad mint. The fall in 
the out turn of Ahmadabad mint is thus a clear evidence of the 
commercial decline of Cambay ports. The commercial decline of 
the Cambay ports is also represented by its revenue.. Statistics, 
In 1595 the jama (estimated revenue income) of Cambay was 
2 
32,747/986 dams By the close of Aurangzeb's reign it declined 
- 3 to 7,056/000 dams. The decline appears to have remain unabated 
for in 1715-19 as Itimad Ali Khan reports it to be Rs. 120,000 or 
4/800,000 dam (at the rate of 40 dams to a rupee. )# 
A nxomber of reasons could be advanced for this decline 
of Cambay ports and shift of sea-borne trade to Surat. Silting 
l.The earliest surviving coin oreserved in Calcutta Museum is 
dated 1650 while in the U.P, coinfind Reports, coins uttered 
uptil 1703-4 are noted, (A.K.Srivastava, Coin Hoards of Uttar 
Pradesh), 
2.'A^ "n, I, p,494. 
3,B,M . , Add, 6586, f, 75b, (Rotograph in the Department of 
History Library, AMU,), 
4. Mirat -ul- Haqaiq, Ms. Fraser 124, f,94a (Microfilm in the 
Department of History Library, AMU.), 
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was a problem with nearly all medieval ports and Cambay, The 
silting of the mouth of the river Mahi in due course, turned 
1 
Cambay into an insignificant and unsuitable port for navigation, 
Tavemier writing in 16-41saya oiie of the principal reasons why 
this (Cambay) town has lost a part of its commerce is, formerly 
the sea came close to ..Cambay, and small vessels were able to 
approach it easily; but for some times past the sea has been 
receding day by day, so that vessels are now unable to be. K 
2 
nearer than four or five leagues to the town. As~^evenot- . 
remarked, "the sides are so suift to the north of the Gulf, 
that a man on horse back at full speed can not keep pace with 
the first waves; and the voilence of the sea is one reason also 
3 
why great ships go but seldom thither". This is also attested 
^ 4 by Careri. 
The emergence of. Surat which first came into prominence 
during the seventeenth century as a port for the pilgrim traffic 
to Mecca, was an added factor for the progressive decay of the 
Cambay port. Surat enjoyed certain marked geographical adva-
ntages, denied to Cambay, William Hawkins gives a detailed 
1. Imperial Gazetteer, X, pp.309-310. 
2. Tavemier, I, p.57. 
3. Thev3not, p.18. 
4. Careri i _ " ~, p. 164, 
5. Askin Das Gupta, Indian Merchants and the Decline of_Surat 
U.17UG-1750 Wiesbaden, 1979, p.3» 
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descri^tion of the situation. He says that the Cambay harbour 
was fast siliing up and the sea-going ships of any size could 
no lenger be laden there. Instead they had to embark their 
goods from "Lighters" at Gogha, on the opposite side of 
the Cambay. He says that Surat possessed the further advantages 
"that vessels frequenting it were shared the voyage up that 
dangerous gulf, which was full of sand banks; but on the other 
hand, the only road stead available for ships of any size was 
the anchorage outside the bar at the mouth of the river, and 
this was safe merely during the period of fair weather". 
The Swally Hole was discovered by an English factor 
2 
Sir Henry Middleton. This hole had the facility for anchoring 
of large vessels and therefore served as an anchorage to Suraj;. 
This town of Swally situated at the south of the river Tapti 
at a latitude of 21°.5' N and a longitude of 72°50' E was ad-
mired by the European merchants for its facility to load and 
3 
unload the goods. But we are informed that this haven became 
difficult to use during the western monsoon between end of 
4 
April.and September • 
1 Early Travels, pp.62-63, 
2» Ibid, p.96; Peter Mundy, Travels of Peter Mundy in Europe-, 
and Asia, Vol. II: Travels in Asia, ed. R.C. Temple, Hakluyt 
Society, 2nd Series, No.XXXV, London, 1914, II, p.311. 
3. Early Travels, pp.62-63; see also peter Mundy,II, p.311; 
Jourdain, p.l77r F. Pelsaert, Remonstrantie, 1526, tr. 
Moreland and Geyl, Jahangir's India, Cambridge, 1925, pp.38-39, 
4 . DFIol617-23, p . 1 3 3 . 
THE CAMBAY PORTS 
J Area below 50 metres 
1- • 1 5 0 - 6 0 0 •' 
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Finally as mentioned above/ the development of Agra -
Surat route via BurVianpur too contributed to the emergence of 
Surat as the commercial centre. 
Though it seems difficult to say whether the emergence 
of Surat was a cause or a consequence of the progressive dec-
line of the Cambay port, but it is certain that Cambay lost 
its glory during the course of the 17th. Century. 
BROACH: 
Another port which appears to have served Anmadabad was 
the port of Broach. Though we do not get any direct evidence 
regarding the nexus between the two, we have the eviaence of 
Abbe Carre who claims that he was informed by the Shahbandar 
of Broach that for its riches, it had relations with other 
ports of the region like Cambay and Surat. The port, the 
Dutch factorsinform us, was famous for the large number of 
2 
ships frequenting it from Cambay and Surat. And we know that 
1. The Abbe Carre, Journal, English tr. Lady Fawcett, Travels 
of Abbe Carre in India and the Near East, 1672 - 4, ed. Sir 
Charles Fawcett & Richard Burn, 3 Vols., Hakluyt Society 
2nd Series, XCV-XCVII, London, 1947&1948, I, p.140. 
2. DFIy1617-23, p.134. 
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these two ports had direct routes connecting Ahmadabad, 
Broach is situated in 21°42' N and 72° 59'E, on the 
right bank of the Narbada river, about 30 miles from its 
mouth. 
As early as during the reign of Akbar, Broach had deve-
loped into a major maritime town and counted Kawi Gaudhar, 
2 
Bhabhut and Bhankora (Bhakora) amongst its dependencies, 
While describing this port, 'All Mohd. Khan, the author of 
Mlrat -i- Ahmadi mentions that lhis port was under the jurisdi-
— 3 
ction of the mutasaddi of Surat. From here ships were sent 
to ports of Java and Sumatra in the east and the ports of 
4 
England, Aden and Red Sea, 
Regarding the toll at this port, the Dutch factors 
inform us that the goods sent to Broach from Surat by river 
had to pay a toll of V-% percent. The custom duty upon all the 
1. Imperial Gazetteer, IX, p.28* 
2. A'Tn, I,p.488. 
3. Mirat (Supp.), pp. 205, also p.239, 
4. DFI; 1617-23, p.l31, / 
5. Ibid, p.138. 
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1 
commodities that entered this port was two percent! But in 
1620, through the grant of a farman, the Dutch were granted 
2 
an exemption by 1%% duty at the port, 
Ahmadabad was thus well served by ports that made it 
a major centre for Mughal India's overseas commerce. Two main 
Mughal land routes linked Ahmadabad with Agra and beyond. This 
commercially viable position was a consquence as well as a 
reason for the primacy of Ahmadabad's trade. 
1, M.o. Commissariat/ Mandelslo's Travels in Western India 
(A.D. 1638-39), London, 1931, pp.14-15. 
2. DFX*, 1617-23, p.139. 
CHAPTER - III 
TEXTILE TRADE 
The Western coast of India particularly the region of 
Gujarat v/as famous aij. over the world for its fine textiles. 
The literary evidence giv^. the impression .that the 
quantam of textile production in the region was quite imp-
ressive though the pancity of statistical data makes it diffi-
cult to check the general impression. The city of Ahmadabad, 
was one of the main centres of textile production^ manufacturing 
a wide range of cotton, silken and woolen cloths of several 
varieties.' The imperial karkhanas (workshops; too were esta-
3 
blished at Ahmadabad that produced many kinds of cloths. We are 
informed that a tent «/at> made in the imperial karkhana at 
Ahmadabad for the Pi wan -~L- Khas during Shiih Jahan's reign. 
But the production in these karkhanas was not for market and 
was meant for imperial coiioumption. Peter Delia Valle remarked 
in 1623 that, "it is considerable for a very great trade of 
fine cotton cloth, or callico, made more plentifully there than 
1. Surendra Gopa, Commerce and Crafts in Gujarat, oo.194-95. 
2. John Jourdain, pp.171-72, 
3. Ain, I, p.92; II, p.247. 
4. Muhammad Salih Kambo, %nal-i Salih, ed. Ghulam Yazdani, Asiatic 
Society, 1923; III, p.56, 
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in other places, and sispersed not only through Asia, but also 
into our Europe". The brocades (gold, silver woven clotVi) and 
eiiibroidered cloths were the specialities of i^unadabadlT The auxi-
lii^ ry industries of textile manufacturf>, dyeing anrl bleaching too 
3 
were caiite prosperous in Ahinadabad. 
The otVier textile craft centres in the rejion were Dholka 
Cambay and Patan, There was brisk trade in cotton and silken cloth 
in Cambay,' Dholka colico was also a much sought after afticle of 
5 
trade. In Patan, "a large amount oL jood cruality p.;itol-;G are made 
v.'hich are sent to Cambay .^inil Aiunadaljad" 
Names of a number of vr^rieties of textiles -reduced and 
7 
sold at Ahmedabad are recorded in the contemporary literature. It 
is not possible to indenitify fully all of the 
1. Dellavalle, I, pp.60-1. 
2. Commissari&t, Mandelslo, p. 26; Tarernier, 11/ p. 3; Mj_rat,pp.7132 ; 
Careri, p.164. 
^ — 
3. Tarenier, 11/ p.57; Mi roi:/ p.7. 
4. J.H.Van Linschoten, Voyagt::' of John HuyaVien Van Linsc^ioten to 
the East Indies, ed. M.C. Burnell, I'akluyt :jOciety, London, 
1335, 11/ 00.60-61; Alexander Hamilton, A i.\'ew Account of the 
aast Indies, ed, V^.Foster, London, 1930, D.314. 
5. aFI, 1618-21, pp.62, 64, 76. 
S* 0?I; 1617-2 3, p.136. 
7. -J?I; 1617-23, p. 136; Jourdain, p. 171; English factories, nassim. 
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varieties of cotton cloth were baftas, birannes and pintados. 
Pintados were' painted calicoes where the mordants and dyes 
were applied to the cloth with brush in free hands. This freed 
the cloth from the monotony of block imposed repeated patterns^ 
and gave it the characters of individual drawings. Such free 
hand painted cotton cloths were known either as pintados or 
chintz. The former was applied for painted cloths, the latter 
2 
was used for both painted and printed cloths. The other textile 
1. Jourdain, p,171; baftas; These were plain calico inanufa-
ctured in Gujarat'(specially at Broach and Navsari). These 
varied in quality from coarse to fine but were referred to 
by the general term bafta, the finer ones being doubly pri-
ced. Irwin, p«59. 
berams; A coarse and an infsior calico dyed red, blue or 
black was produced mainly in the Burhampur area. This is 
referred to berams in the 17th, Century records and.-catered 
to the requirements of Asian markets, (irwin p.60) 
2, DFI«jl617-27, fn.7, p.21.See also George Roques, The Trade 
and Traders in Ahinadabad Extracts from George Roques MJo, 
Intd. and tr. Indrani Ray, Journal of Asiatic 3ociety or 
Bangladesh (Hum ), XXVII, i:)82. 
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1 2 
manufactures of Ahmedabad were velvet (makhmal) Satin (atlas), 
^ -\ 
flowered silks (kamkhwata); silk brocaded with gold and silver 
thread (ZarbaftJ # gold and silver embroidery, carpets with 
gold and silver thread, chintz, calico and quilts. Calico 
was a generic term used in the European sources for all kinds 
of cotton cloth where as chintz was usually calico painted or 
printed. 
1, Ain, I, p.486; Withington, Purchas, IV, p.167; Pelsaert, 
p.19; Commissariat, Mandelslo, p.27; Thevenot, p.17; C^reri/ 
p.164, 
2. Ain/ I, p.. 106; Pelsaert, p,19; Commissariatjj,Mandelslo,p.27; 
Thevenot,p. 17: Fryer, I? p.220; atlas was high priced p-jr 
silk fabric, (Irfan Habib, Atlas of the Mughal Empire, p.69) 
3, Pelsaert, p.19, Qareri, pp. 163; Manucci, II, p.399; kamkhwab; 
It was a silk cloth with flower patterns of silk, gold of" 
silver. Though it was c^ L^led gold brocade woing_to the use 
of gold and silver yet Ain does not list kamkhwab as a variety 
Zarrin. (Atlas p.70). ^ 
4, Ain, I, p.486; Withington,-Purchas, IV, p.167 Commissariat, 
Mandelslo, pp. 26-7; Careri,pp.163-4; Manucci, II, p.99; 
It was silk brocade with gold and silver thread (Atlas p.70) 
5. Ain/ I, p. 486; Finch, Early Travels, p.173; Pelsaert, p.19, 
6, Pelsaert, 19; Commissariat, Mandelslo, p.27; Thevenot,p.17; 
7. Jourdain, p.171; Withington, Purchas IV, p.167; EFI 1630-33, 
p.124; 1642-45, pp.204-5;1646-50,pp.160-1; Thevnot ,p.l7. 
8. Atlas - p.69. 
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1 2 
The other varieties we find were Dutties7 Serijas, 
3 4 5 6 
tapselle, patolas selas, canniveenes, taffetaes, plempoure, 
Mercooles/ Eckburies, gazess ardeas, cuttanees, alcatifs. 
7 
The laffetaes was a silken cloth but some of its varieties 
8 
were woven with cotton yarn and fetched moderate price. Plem-
9 • 10 11 
poura was chintz bed spread of quilt. Mercooles ^ was a 
kind of calico (cotton-goods), brown on one side and was 
12 13 
moderately priced. Eckburies were probably a kind coarse cloth 
1. EFI>1622-23, pp. 56, 58, 68, 40, 72; 1630-33, p.124; 1642-45, 
p.7; Lett. Rcvd. II, p.198, Dutties: Though its identification 
with any specific quality of cloth is disputed amongh scholars 
but Irfan Habib's suggestion of its being a "Calico,"thick and 
strong enough for use of sail clorh" seems acceptable (.Atlas, 6a 
2. EFIjrl622-23, pp.56, 58,40, 1618-21, D.93; 1642-45, p.7; serijas: 
It was a cheap and strong calico either plain or stripped, was 
in demand in Europe, (Irwin, p.71). 
3« EFI^ ' 1618-21, p. 93; Tapseels: A Silk and cotton loom patterned 
striped cloth of cheap value. It was in dem.and in the Malaya 
archipelago.(Irwin, p.72). 
4. EFI;1618-21,pp, 93, 94-50; DFI;1617-23, p.136; Tavernier,II, 
p.3; Patola: A well known type of silk cloth, the warp and 
weft being tied dyed before weaving according to the pre det-
ermined patern (Irwin, p.69). 
5« EFIj1618-21, pp.93, 94-5; 1642-45, p.6; ^elarlt was high 
•priced coarse musiim usually white but sometimes dyed red. 
"(Atlas, p.70)» 
6. EFI;1642-45f p.7; Linschoten, II, op,60-61; cannikeenes: It 
was black or blue dyed coarse and cheap calico materially 
identical with bafta. 
7. Withington, Early Travels, p.206; commissariat, Mandelslo,p,26-' 
careri, pp.163-4, Thevenot, p.119 
8. Atlas, p.70« 
9. Roques, p.83; It was the corrupt form of palang posh(Hindi -
Persian). 
10.Atlas,p.70» 
ll.SFI 1642-45, p.Sf 
12.Atlas, p.70 
13.SFI 1642-45, p.6f 
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1 2 
and so it can also be a kind of thin calico. Allejahs were 
a kind of striped silk cloth and its inferior varieties had 
a mixture of cotton. Whereas some other superior varieties 
had stripes of gold or silver thread. Cuttanees were silk 
and cotton mixed with satin weave, and were usually striped 
but sometimes interposed with flowers*. Ardeas were plain 
dyed cloth made out of white cloth such as guzees or eckburies 
8 9 
The other varieties were gazees and alcatifes. 
The textile industry of Ahmedabad was not dependent on 
locally available raw materials alone but was provided from 
other regions as well. As silk was not produced in Gujarat 
11 12 
but was brought from Patna, and Kasimbazar^ for weaving 
fabrics. Some Gujarati merchants also bought good quantity 
7 
1. Atlas, p.69. 
2. Lett. Rcvd. 11, 198. 
3. Atlas, p.69, 
4. Linschoten, 2,1, pp.60-61f 
5. John Irwin and P.R.Schwarts in Studies in Indo-Hluronean Textiles 
History,' Ahmad&bad, 1966, p.61. 
6. EFI>1642-45, p.7. 
7. Irwin, pp. 58-59; These were exported to the Near East and 
Malay Archiplago (Irwin pp. 58-59)• 
^« EFIj1646-50, p.277; Roques, p.83; Gazi; These were low 
priced cottan cloths. (Atlas, p.69), 
9. Linschoten, 11,pp.60-61; "It was a sort of pile caroet" 
(DFIj 1617-23,p.98, tn.7)' 
10. Roques, p,83. 
11. Pelsaert, p.19. 
12. Tavernier, 11, p.2» 
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of silk every year from Puttalee (Pattolee) for Ahmedabad," 
Cloth from Agra was sent to Ahmedabad for dyeing and bleaching 
2 
purposes. The cloths produced in other regions were dyed and 
bleached and were converted into other varieties, " 
'Mercooles' ;also a quantity of 'Eckburies', a 
large and sort of Agra cloathing then the 'Mercooles'. A great 
manyof these were bought/ but most were transforrred^in Ahemadabad 
into byrans, selaes, cassedecs, large chints, and other sorts 
3 
of sundry denominations "- The cloths were also sent from 
Ahmedabad to Broach for bleaching. The different varieties of 
finished cloths were transport--d to Surat for sale. 
The textile industry to a large extent appear to be 
subjugated by the merchants. The information is scanty to draw 
any clear picture of the organization of textile production at 
Ahmedabad, The production was perhaps mainly under domestic 
mode. But we also have the evidence that the weavers were used 
to weave cloths according to the length and breadth orovided 
1. Master, ii, pp.321-22; It is not known as to why sericulture 
was not developed in Gujarat inspite of its great demand in 
the region. 
2 . E F I j 1 6 4 2 - 4 5 , p p . 7 , 1 3 7 . 
3 . E F I j 1 6 4 2 - 4 5 , p . 6 . 
4 . E F I y l 6 2 2 - 2 3 , p . 5 0 . 
5 . C a r e r i , p p . 1 6 3 - 4 , 
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1 
by the merchants. At times even they were requiref? to weave 
2 
according to patterns decided by the merchants. 
Rocrues gives us a very interesting information regarding 11 
the organization of manufacture, "Some times they (the Dutch) 
also by thick baftas which they get dyed in the same place 
(Broach) in the deepest shade of blue possible, putting in as 
much indigo as they can once in Holland they boil these 
to extract the extra colour which leaves the cloth pale blue: 
3 
These baftas are then sent to Germany to be soldV 
The producers like weavers, dyres and washermen did >. 
nothing unless paid in advance. This system (advancing cash to 
the artisans) was perhaps transforming the independent producer^ 
into contract producers. There is no material at our disposal to 
define exactly the influence of merchant capital in the production 
processes. However the fact remains that the raw material, tools 
and products were owned by the producers. So it seems that the 
extent of subjugation of merchant caoital of the labour was limited, 
1. EFlj 1630-33, p. 124 * 
2. EFIj 1646-50, p.277 -
3. Roques, ppo 79-80' 
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There were producers to sell their labour to the 
merchants as reported by the English factors, "Desire a 
speedy resolution regarding, 'the erecting of dyeing work 
houses, here^{Ahmedabad). And in 1647 they purchased a plot 
2 
to establish a dyeing house in Ahmedabdd. 
The English factors report that they employed local 
servants to remind the dyers, washer and beaters for quicker 
3 
disposal of cloths. 
The transaction between the weavers and the foreign \^  
merchants were carried out through the brokers. In case of 
direct dealing with the weaver, the English merchants were in 
trouble, as in 1647 the factors faced problem with the dyers 
"the diers dishonest dealing with us? who, in this tyme 
of multiplicity of business, send in our goods cured in such 
evil manner as that wee can not recieve them without assurance 
5 
of after camplaints against us." The brokers acted as the 
merchants instructed then. The brokers was the link between 
the producers and the merchants. The brokers were required 
1 . E F I J 1 6 4 6 - 5 0 , p p . 6 4 - 6 5 ; 1646-50 , p . 9 9 . 
2 . I b i d , p . 1 2 7 -
3 . E F I j l 6 1 8 - 2 1 , p . 3 4 3 ; 1 6 5 5 - 6 0 , p p . 1 6 4 - 5 -
4 . EFI; 1 6 2 2 - 2 3 , p . 2 4 9 -
5 . E F I ; 1 6 4 6 - 5 0 , p . 9 9 -
6 . E F I / 1 6 2 2 - 2 3 , p . 7 2 . 
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by the foreign merchants as they were quite familiar with the 
local conditions and were the good judge of the quality of the 
products. As foreign merchants used to advance money to produ-
cers for obtaining desired material, so the services of a 
broker were necessary for the collection of the same other-
2 
wise risk was involved. If the material provided by the weavers 
was short of length and breadth required, then the amounts were 
deducted from the brokerage. As a broker was entitled to have 
commission from both the sellers and the buyerjs.. 
There are also evidence of interferance by the Mughal 
administration in this sector of trade. As the English factors 
inform us that the governor at Broach prohibited the weavers 
and brokers to sell any broad and narrow baftas to any one 
4 
until his requirements are fulfilled. The governor of Ahmedabad 
prohibited the washermen to wash clothes into the river until 
paid Rs,250, when they agreed the sum was raised to Rs.lOOO. One 
1, Tavernier, ii, p,22-
2. Rogues, pp« 86-87. 
3' J^ bid, pp. 87-88. 
4. EFI/1622-23, pp.19-20. 
5« EFI;1646-50, pp.160-1. 
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i\ 
interesting aspect of this interference was that the officials 
forbade the sale of a specific kinds and designs of cloth for 
local consijinption considering it exclusive for the imnerial 
1 
use but there were no prohibition on exports. 
The trade in textile was carried out by the Dutch, 
2 
the English, the French, and the Armenians. Besides the Gujarati 
merchants. The nobles and princes also participated in this 
3 
trade. The demand of Ahraedabad cloth was mostly in the South East 
Asian markets namely, "Philippines; Java, Sumatra and other 
"4 
neighbouring countries. The Dutch carried it to Batavia, 
Armenians and the English to Bantam. 
The French dealt in dorgazis and sauragazis^ these 
were painted chintz narrow coarse pieces, exported to France 
7 
and American islands. Not only the French but also the English 
Q 
bought more than a thousand corges of this cloth (dorgazis). 
1. Commissariat, Mandelslo, p.26-27. 
2. Rogues, p.84; for the Dutch and the English see also DFIJ; 1617-23 
pp.136, 138; EFIj-1622-23, p. 40; EFIj- 1618-21, p. 113; 1642-45, 
p.7; Lett. Rcvd, 11, p.203-
3. Rogues, p. 84. 
4. Tavernier, 11, p. 3. 
5. Rogues, p.84. 
6. Ibid; It seems that the width of dorgazis were probably of 
2 yds where as sauragazis were ih yes. 
7. Roques, p.85. 
8. Ibid, p.89. 
The Dutch hardly buy any of these dorgaziS/ except |j 
the thickest fort, which they use f©r geting done very small 
painted coverlets for common people, and disperse them by their 
ships in all the islands where their garrisous wfere stationed^ 
The demand of Ahmadabad cloth was also in the markets 
2 
of Mocha, persia and Basra. The English East India Company also 
3 
sent textile piece - goods tor home consmmptiora. 
We do not have the data for the quantam of textile 0 
trade carried out by different foreign companies and merchants. 
The English factors referred here and there, the amount invested 
in the trade. In 1619 the English invested Rs. 10,355 (estimated) 
for buying cloths in Cambay and in the same year they invested 
Rs. 4,195 (estimated) for one shipment from Ahmedabad respectively 
4 
for piece goods to be provided for Bantam. Again in 1619, the 
5 
English bought cloths worth Rs. 4,405 for Sumatra. The English 
estimated to invest Rs.53,500 in Ahmedabad in 1622 for one season 
1. Rogues, p.89. 
2. EFIj 1642-45, pp. 5,7. 
3. Ibid, p.7» 
4. EFIj 1618-21, p.93 • 
5. EFI,-1618-21, pp.94-95» 
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1 
for Bantam. 
The prices of cloths can not be compared owina to 
the various currencies and dimensions recorded in the contemporary 
records. In 1614, the price of the cloth (calico) was 2-2 and 
2 3 to 7 mahmoodies per piece. In 1622, the prices of long narrow 
baftas ranged from ih to Rs. 3 per piece and of narrow baftas 
3 
from Rs. 1-^:4 to 1^2 a piece. In 1628, a piece of cloth cost 2 2/3 
4 
mahmoodies. In 1638 Mandelslo records that a cloth made out 
of a mixture of silk and cotton interwoven with flowers of gold 
5 
sold at five croars per elle. The gold and silver brocades 
cost 18 crowns the piece. The price of b--.ftas is reported by 
7 
Tavemier ranged from 2 to 12 rupees per piece. Patolas varied 
Q 
in prices from 8 to 40 rupees per piece in 1652. while bafta 
varied from 2 rupees upto 30 or 40 r^ apees per piece depending 
Q 
upon the finesse and the quantity of gold used. In 1676, the 
"chittes pieces" (chintz) cost Rs.7 per hundred (cobes?) Roques 
also furnish the cost of painting of cloth. The cost of painting 
aniounted to Rs.6 to 7 for 12^ 4 to 13 cobes long pieces in order to 
be turned into chintz. The saletis made of finer cotton priced 
23 rupees per corge, . The price given for middling fine baftas 
! • S F I j 1 6 2 2 - 2 3 , P . 5 6 J - ^ 
2 , L e t t . R c v d . , 1 1 , p , 2 5 9 ' 
3 , S F I ; 1 6 2 2 - 2 3 , p p . 6 8 , 4 0 * 
4 , E E I j l 6 2 4 - 2 9 , p . 2 3 8 -
5, Commissariat, Mandelslo, pp. 26-27; An elle is a cloth measure 
equal to one and quarter yards.» 
6, Ibid, p,26; 
7, Taveraier, 11, p,5# 
8, Tavemier, 11, p. 3* 
9, Tavernier, 11, p.5. 10. Roques, p.83« 
1 1 . TVM' H . 
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was 50 rupees per corge. 
The devastating famine of 1630-32 had a marked effect 
on the economy in general and textile sector in particular. 
2 
Before the famine textile is reported to be cheap. But during 
the f .amine, "with materials and labour scaxce and food grains 
at famine rates, manufacture came of course to a stand - still, 
at least so far as foreign trade was cdncf^rned. Indigo and 
calicoes were not necessities and the rates at which they could 
compete in the markets of Europe were strictly limited; yet 
3 
high prices were in the circumtances inevitable". The effect 
of famine was felt even as late as 1639, " the calicoes purchased 
in Ahmedabad were thought at home to be dear". 
The famine not only caused the shortage of raw materials 
and labour but also the quality of cloths deteriorated considerably 
owing to the deaths of master- craftsman. The English repeatedly 
complained of the quality during the famine and after. As the 
1. Roques, p.85. 
2* Lett. Rcvd. 11, p.l98« 
3- ^FIj1630-33, p.XIV. 
^- EFI^'1637-41, PP..196-7. 
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E.I.Co. informed the president and conncil at Surat that, 
"the narrow baftas of Ahmedabad are both bad and wanting in 
breadth; no more should be sent'T' In 1641 the company complained, 
"the baftas from Gujarat last received were poorer in quality 
2 
and higher in price than previous consiquraent^. In 1647 the 
English factors reported to the company that when their a^-tempts' 
failed to get 'chints' and quilts at Ahmedabad to improved, 
they thought it better to buy at Burhanpuri But the Burhainpur 
4 
painters were unable to undertake the job. Again the com.pany 
informed the factors in India in 1548, " As the chints and 
quilts formerly provided in Ahmedabad did not give satisfaction!' 
The deterioration set in during the famine could not be reversed 
easily. 
The attraction of chintz of the region compelled the 
East India Company to maintain its factory, "the factory in 
Ahmedabad can not be dissolved, if you will have chintz and 
quilts". 
1 . EFIj 1 6 3 0 - 3 3 , p . 8 -
2 . -^TIj 1 6 3 7 - 4 1 , p . 3 1 2 . 
3 . EFIJ 1 6 4 6 - 5 0 , p . 7 9 . 
4 . EFIJ1646-5Q, p . 1 8 9 . 
5 . E F I j 1 6 4 6 - 5 0 , p . 1 8 9 . 
6* E F I / 1 6 6 1 - 6 4 , p , 2 6 -
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Thus it anoears that textile Wc'S one of t:.e fnanor |! 
icem:;; of Al-unadabad of coinr.erce that not only compell': ; V.\e 
English to retain their footing in .-.hmadabad but it also 
attracted other Buropejn .^.nd non Hluropc-an- merchants. ;.:esides 
the foreian merchants Gujarati merchants themselvas dealt in 
textiles. 
The exports from Ahjnadabad v^ere of COLT'S „> not 
confined, to its own manuJ;actures elono but it haf" a number 
of semi processed agricultural commodities such as indijo 
and sjltnetre besides the aoods of re-exnorts. 
CHAPTER - IV 
TRADE INT INDInO .(SARKHSJ) 
IndigO/ the well known botanical blue dye was a much 
sought .after commodity by the foreign merchants during the 
16th. 17th. Centuries. Sarkhej, situated about six to seven 
miles South - West of Ahmedabad, was a major centre for the 
production of indigo in Gujarat. Indigo produced at Sarkhej 
and its adjoining villages was collectively known as 'Sarkhej 
2 
Indigo'. Ahmedabad was the centre of its manufacture and trade 
sarkhej indigo thus added to the commercial importance of 
Ahmedabad. The indigo produced in the neighbourhood was brought 
there (Ahmedabad) for sale. The Indigo processed at sarkhej 
was of a very high quality and only next to Biana indigo, 
which is also evident from the prices of the two varieties. 
The contemporary commercial literature and travellers accounts 
5 
are full of praise for its quality. It was the most attractive 
and highly prized commodity during the first half of 17th 
century for export, as we find Downton declaring in 1614 that 
1. Ain, I, p.486; Jourdain, pp, 171-72? Finch in Early Travels, 
p.174; withington in Early Travels, p.207; DFI 1617-23, 
pp.34, 136; SFI, passim ^  
2. Jourdain, pp.171-72, 
3» Lett. Rcvd, ii, p. 238; Tavernier, 11, p. 7, Early Travels, p. 27» 
4. DFI 1617-2 3; p. 34: The Dutch factors especially declared :.t 
next to Biana indigo in quality., p.136; Finch in Early Travels, 
p.174; SFI, passim. 
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" I suppose it will be more proffitable than any other commo-
1 dity that can be laden from theise ports". In spite of the 
fact that sarkhej indigo was inferior to that of Biana, never-
theless, the foreign merchants preferred the former. It was 
because the price of Biana indigo was high and the cost of 
transport added to its cost while the sarkhej according to the 
2 
English factors." can be more easily brought down to the ships". 
The indigo plant lived for three years and gave one 
crop every year. The .crop produced in the first year was known 
in the region as the ballera, the second year's as sien and 
3 
the third one as baldewa. The dye extracted from the green 
leaves was called silaponka nil and that from dry leavds 
known as sukha ponka nil. Tavernier has given an account of 
dye preparation in Gujarat. 
The method adopted in Gujarat seems to be similar to 
that prevalent in Biana according to Pelsaert, Ashin Das Gupta 
has dealt in great length the process of manufacture of indigo 
1. Downton, p.171. 
2. EFI; 1624-29, p. 335. 
3. Asin Das Gupta; Indian Merchants and Decline of Surat, C. 
1700-1750. Wiesbaaen, 19 79, p.58. ' 
• 4, Ashin Das Gup-^a^ Indian merchants, p.59. 
5. Tavernier, ii, pp.8-9, 
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at sarkhej. His information is based on the account of a 
Dutch merchant, Matlhens van Heck, Van Heck wrote his memo-
randum in the last decade of the 17th century. 
The processing of indigo in sarkhej is described by 
Heck. As was the prevalent process in India the method was 
based on making the pulped drying in the sun the boiling 
method was not at all known. There used to be three circular 
cisterus placed in the earth connected with each other, there 
were further connected wi*-h a well through a drain (about a 
foot wide) made of stone for water supply. 
The process involved quite a few stages to prepare 
the dye. In the first stage the leaves were put in the first 
cistern or vat in which these were completely beaten in water. 
Then the pulp was taken out to be dryed in the sun. Again fine 
pulp was made in the second cistern on which four men and women 
worked Jin the third cistern final touches to the texture of indigo 
2 
was worked upon. 
1. Ashin Das gupta, Indian merchants ,p.58; Van Heck Went 
to sarkhej in 1696 and witnessed the entire method of pro-
duction and the process of manufacture. 
2. Ashin Das Gupta, Indian Merchants ,pp.59-60. 
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The plant"yield ratio has been given by the English 
factors as 1^ inaunds of indigo prepared out of 30 maunds of 
indigo plant. 
The process of indigo manufacture required the labour 
of a number of peopie. It generally required som.e kind of co-
2 
operative effort amongh the cultivators. In a number of cases, 
the cultivators were not manufacturing the dye themselves but 
sold the green leaves to people who carried out the manufacture 
of the dye, byhired labour under their supervision. 
The English were disatisfied with the quality of 
indigo, manufactured at sarkhej or in Ahmedabad region. They 
thought it better to get the dye manufactured under their own 
supervision for better quality. For a while in 1647 the English 
started buying leaves from the peasants and manufacturing the 
dye by employing dyers. But they had to change the practice 
as it was uneconomical. 
1. EFI 1634-36, p.292. 
2. Irfan Habib, Agrarian system of Mughal India, p.59. 
3. EFI 1655-60, p.76. 
4. Ashin Das Gupta, Indian Merchants /p.60» 
" — H I 11 • • I 
5. EFI 1646-50, pp.77-78, 189,202-03. 
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The contemporary English correspondences are full 
of complaints of impurities of sarkhej indigo. Tavernier 
has also noticed these malpractice of indigo makers. He 
describes the different tricks employed . by the 
manufacturers and traders sometime sand and oil were mixed 
to increase the weight. The indigo paste was also kept on 
damp ground for ' by absorbing moisture its weight increased^ 
The adulteration in indigo is also high lighted by Van Heck. 
He,noticed that, in the third cistern where final touches were 
given to the dye, a fine red sand available in the neighbour-
2 
hood of sarkhej was liberally mixed. As .he further states 
that oil and wood shavings were mixed with the dye to increase 
3 
the weight. Regarding the ratio of mixture, out of 50 ser dye 
17 ser was said to be sand, but Van Heck thought it to be almost 
half^ 
The Mughal authorities tried to take remedial meaaures 
against these mal practices prevalent in the dye-business. These 
had salutary effects at least for time, such an incident has 
been referred to by the English factors, when the case of 
adulteration in indigo was brought to the notice of Azam Khan 
1. Tavernier, II, p.9. 
2. Ashin Das Gupta, Indian Merchants...,p,60# 
3. Ibid . 
4. Ibid , 
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the then Vice-roy of Gujarat, "apprehended the abuse so truly 
that he Ca.used more -than 100 of these indigo makers to be 
convented/ upon whom., after he had discharged a whole volley, 
of revilings for their conzenags, he threatened no less than 
death to him that should here after dare to mix sand or oil 
or any other substance than what nature gives to indigo"t It 
had desired results, in the following years, the quality of 
2 
sarkhej indigo largely improved. As the English factor noted, 
"The ship carries home 814 bales of sarkhej indigo, 
(the best and puriest that ever serguez vented); made so by 
3 
the strict injunction and inforcement ef Ahmedabad governor". 
» 4 
After this the sarkhej indigo was described as 'estremely good. 
As the English factor noted, "The order of the prince (the gover-
nor, of Gujarat) had very good effect and purity of indigo so 
5 
improved that the English would not desire better". 
The problem of quality was the part of the trade, 
however the prospective buyers could asjcertain the degree 
6 
of purity, by burning and swimming it on water. 
1. EFI 1637-41, p.274» 
2. EFI 1642-45, p.5, 
3. Ibid, p.136. 
4. EFI 1646-50, r..31. 
5. Ibid; It appeared that the samples of the required Indigo 
was sent to Surat for the final approval; EFl" 1624-29,01230. 
6. Downton, p.III; Tavernier, II, p.31. 
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The merchants bou^ibt indigo with the help of brokers 
1 
who were familiar with the local conditions. On recieving the 
severe com.plaints about the quality of indigo they sent to 
England in 1641, the English factors blamed the brokers who 
2 
were supposed to examine it. The brokers recieved to the merchant 
depending upon the volume of the commodity. In 1623, the brokers 
3 
demanded "50 rupees per ferdle of 4 maunds of 7 seers". This 
is also attested by Van Heck that the brokers charged 5% on 
4 
the quantity brought. Only a small number of cultivators vv^re 
involved in the manufacture of indigo and had their cisterns 
in the field. But by and large the producers of the plants 
sold the leaves to the manufacturers at sarkhej itself or 
. . . 5 
m its near vicinity. 
The indigo trade suffered from administrative inter-
ference. The authorities compelled the producers to sell them 
the whole produce, "Muqarab Khan engrossed all the indigo or 
could prohibit sale till they had selected their own require-
ments. The Dutch factor allege that the governor at Ahm.edabad 
tried to extort one lakh rupees for giving permission of 
1. EFI 1622-23, p.328; Ashin Das Gupta^ Indian Merchants....,p»61. 
2o EFI 1637-41, p.311» 
3. EFI 162 2-2 3, p.328, 
4 . T^shin Das G u p t a , I n d i a n M e r c h a n t s . . . , p . 6 1 . 
5 . I b i d , n p . 5 9 - 6 0 . 
6 . EFI 1 6 1 8 - 2 1 , p . 2 8 -
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2_ 
manufacture. Undue Official interference and monopoly over 
the produce made the trade less profitable. The peasants 
left the crop in the field to be destroyed than to work 
UDOn xt. 
The field was considerably lowered in 1630s due to 
a terrible famine. The monopoly of this trade further accen-
tuated the crisis for producers and traders. The governor 
of Ahjnedabad granted the monopoly of indigo trade to a local 
merchant/ "The latter (Manohar das) is granted sole right of 
buying all indigo grown in kingdom and in return is to pay 
at the end of three years the sum of 1,1000,000 rupees, 
viz 200,000 rupees per annum out of his profits 5,00,000 in 
repayment of a loan made to him out of the royal treasury? 
if however, the merchants refuge to buy from 'Munnodas' (Manohar 
das), and the indigo remains in his hands he is excused from 
all payment to the king except in respect of the loan"" The 
monopoly considerably affected the producers and buyers alike. 
Both the Dutch and the English in a joint effort refused to 
4 
buy from Manohardas as he asked high prices for the commodity. 
The producers opted to leave the crop standing in the fields 
than to sell it to Manohardas at the low prices he dictated.. 
1, Moreland, Akbar to Aurangzeb, p. 114. 
2. EFI 1630-33, pp.20,324,325; EFI 1655-60, p.76; As indig( 
greatly in demand b!-T the foreign merchants and it yieldi 
Igo was 
.^r elded 
considerable profit, it attracted the administrative interven-
tion and attem.pts for monopoly over the trade by the autborit; 
3. EFI 1630-33, p. 324* 
4. Ibid, p.328. 
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Under such pressures the governor had to revoke the order 
after due permission from the Emperor^ 
The merchants from various countries and communities 
such as Dutch/ English, Portugues, Armeroians,Muslims, Persians 
2 
and Jens were active in the trade of sarkhej indigo. The market 
was influenced owing to the keen competition amongh the buyers. 
As. a Surat factor reported in 1628. "There is small likelihoodAa 
of a fall in price, unless the Armenian and Moor merchants 
forbear their buying for Persia, and C. where it is in much 
3 
request." The local merchants used to buy indigo before hand 
and resold it to the foreign merchants on profits. The practice 
has been referred to by an English factor/ "Banians etc. ingrosse 
it at first making to resell again into us, the Dutch and 
Portugalls", The Persian merchants also participated in the 
trade as Biana and sarkhej indigo was in great demand in their 
region. But the actual commercial rivals for sarkhej indigo 
seem to be the Dutch and the English. The English factor compl-
ained as the Dutch bought the m.aximun available qxiantity of 
1. £FI 1634-36, pp. 141-173 • 
2- DFI 1617-23/ p.136; for Armenians see also BFI 1624-29, p.302: 
The European merchants desired to monouolise sarkhej Indigc 
toout sm.art the Asian merchants. The English and the Dmtch made 
provisional batgaih to bgiy the whole of Indigo togethe'r and 
, then'share "it/ but this-^could'rtever-materialized EFI 1646-50» 
P.T21. : ' 
3. EFI 1624-29/ p.307. 
4. EFI 1630T333.20; for Gujarati merchants see also EFI 1624-29, 
- p.302. 
5. EFI 1622-23/ p.23. 
6. EFI 1642-45/ pp.163/201-2. 
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the dye without caring for its quality. The cut throat 
competition between these two European buyers forced the 
2 
prices to rise, Thoijgh the Anglo-Dutch rivalry in indigo 
trade is well-known but at times thty cooperated with each 
other as commercial wisdom dictated. 
The portugues was a spent commercial force by the 
early decades of the 17th century. As the English factor 
noticed that they used to buy some 'base indigo'/ four year 
old, what remained after the English and the Dutch had bought 
4 
the better stuff. 
The export of Sarkhej indigo was multi - directional. 
The portugues carried it to Lisbon, to be distributed in west 
5 
Mediterranean region. The quantity exported by the English 
to London was re-exported to the continent of Europe espeeally 
Eastern Europe. The Dutch carried it to Amsterdam and from 
there to Mediterranean regions, sarkhej indigo, in considerable 
1. Ibid, p.202. 
2. EFI 1637-41, p.6. 
3» EFI 1646-51, p.121; They bought about 600 maunds of indigo 
together and than sha'_ed it, 
4. EFI, 1630-33, p.20* 
5. Morel and, from Akbar to Auranqzeb, p,108. 
6. Ibid, p.117, 
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"! 2 
quantity, was also exported to Persian Gulf and Red. sea. 
Along with the purchases by merchants for foreign markets, 
there was not an inconsiderable trade in indigo at Ahmedabad 
for local consumption. This amounted to 1/6 th. of the total 
production in 1644 as reported by the English factors, -"the 
production this year at 6,000maunds, of which the local dyers 
will require one sixth" 
The prices varied according to amount of production 
and demand at times the demand fluctuated owing to the political 
4 . 
situation. For instance m 1614, the English expected the dye 
to be procurable "at a more reasonable rate" because of the 
wars between the Portuguese and the Mughal authorities which 
disrupted the Gujarat trade. The fall in prices was attributed 
to "The present differences betwixt this people and the portin-
gals ±3 cause of it, for formerly it hat been usually sold at 
16 and 18 rupees the small maen, which is some 30 lbs English 
weights". The price rose after the conclusion of the peace 
7 between t'ne Portuguese and the Mughals. According to another 
1. Ibid; EFI 1622-23, p.23 « 
2. Ibid , p.57. 
3: EFI 1642-45, pp.163-164. 
4. EFI 1634-36, p.73. 
5. Lett. Rcvd., II, p.247* 
6- Lett. Rcvd. Ill, p.69. 
7. Lett. Rcwd. IV. p.292. 
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piece of evidence "the prices is likely to raise, as the news 
of the conclusion of peace between the Dnglish and the natives 
has brought many buyers into the markets'.'"^  
The prices of Sarkhej indigo at Ahmedabad thought 
there is no continuous price series if available for the 1st, 
half of the 17th century for Sarkhej indigo I have tried to 
2 
collect some data on prices of Indigo that is given below. 
Year 
1609 
1613 
1614 
1614 
1614 
1615 
1623 
162 3 
1625 
1628 
1629 
1633 
Quantity 
One maund 
One fardle 
One maund 
Price 
Rs.lO to 12 
14 
12 
References. 
Lett. Rcvd.I..r).28< 
Ibid, pp.305-6. 
Downton, p.l71» 
10,11 ro 12 Lett. Rcva.II, p.214. 
Ibid, 00.249-50. 
• " I l l I r " ' ~ 
Ibid, p.152 « 
SFI 1622-23, pp.328-9. 
Ibid, pp.331-2« 
EPl 1624-29,p.63. 
gPI 1624-29, p.230. 
Ibid, r:,.3 35. 
E.FI 1630-33, 0.328, 
11 
12 
8^ 50 rS^ i 
42 h 
12 
14 to 15 
12 to 16 
16 or 18 
-• SFI 1622-23,op.328-29. 
2. The price data for sarkhej indigo has also been produced by 
Irfan Hataib, Agrarian .'^'v^stern of Mughal India, pp. 86-39 and 
More land, from Akrjrir to /^ uci-rsuzeb, p.l61« 
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1634 
1638 
1644 
1645 
1646 
1648 
One maund 
One bale 
One maund 
fe.lSii 
' 20 
• 18 7 / 8 
• 23 t o 25 
' 23i2 o r 24 
' 2li2 o r 22 
EFI 1634~36,p.70» 
EFI 1637-41,pp.91-92* 
EFI 1642-45, p.162* 
Ibid, P.254-
EFI 1646-50,p.31* 
Ibid., pp.202-03. 
The sudden fall in the prices in 1613 in relation 
to 1609 was reported to be for the reason that " no ship from 
Portugal this year"^ 
We do not have the sufficient data to work out 
the volume of indigo export from Ahmedabad. However some scanty 
references which throw light on the volume of export during 
the 17th century by the English East India company is available, 
These are as follows: 
Year 
1617 
1621 
1623 
1636 
1640 
1640 
1646 
1664 
Volume 
(in maunds) 
5000 
9000 
14800 
28000 
4004 
2644 
812 
200 
Destination 
England 
References 
Lett.Rcvd.V, p. 1 
EFI lt..l8-21,p.3 
EFI 1622-23,pp.33 
SFI 1634-36,0.292 
EFI 1637-41,p.232 
Ibid, 
EFI 1646-50,p.12« 
SFI 1655-60,p.326 
1. Lett. Rcvd; I, pp.305-06. 
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Bal Krishna has furnished a table (reproduced below) 
which provides the vol'jme of sarkhej indigo exDorted during 
the second half of the 17th. century. 
•\ 
Quantities of Indigo ordered from India" 
Year Sarkhej Flat * Sarkhej Round 
1657-58 500 bales. 
1658-59 200 ro 300 both 
1659-60 None if not at Id.per lb. 
1660-63 None. 
1664 100 bales at 1 mah. oer lb. 
1669 200 bales at ih mah. r>er lb. 
1670 300 bales at current price. 
1671 ) 400 bales at 1 mah. 
1672 5 150 bales at cur. price. 
1673 200 bales at 1 mah. 
1674 150 bales. 
1675 100 bales iff under 1 mah. 
1677 100 bales. 
1678 100 bales at 9d. per lb. 
1679 
1680 120 bales at 9d. oer lb. 
1. (Compiled from the Letter Books) c.f. Bal, Krishna, Corom.ercial 
Relations between Indii and Enjland (1601 to 175 7). London,1924, 
p.303. 
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1681 150 bales at 9d,; none if dearer. 
1682 130 bales at 9d. or else none. 
j683 260 bales. 
1684 240 bales. 
1685 70 " 
1687 70 " 
1688 140 barrels, the whole lot being equal to 123-^-2 
shipping tons, 
1689 300 barrels. 
In 1640', the demand of Sarkhej indigo seems to have 
declined as the English factors reported, that, "the preference 
shown both in England and in Holland for rich indigo has caused 
1 
a great decline in the demand for the faike sarkhej variety"ii^  
Though indigo was the commodity of prime interest and 
one of the most desirable items of export by the European merch-
ants during the first half of the 17th, century. But during 1660"s 
2 its export reduced and the prices had fallen low. Now the Suropeai 
1. EFI 1646-50, p..121, 
2, E?I 1655-60, p.336. 
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markets were glutted with the West Indies' indigo and Indian 
trade inaigo considerably contracted during the second half of 
1 
the 17th. century. 
However/ the trade in indigo was an important aspect 
' " ' Ahmedabad commerce. It was a commodity which wp=^  in 
great -Jefnand and was available locally. It was not only the 
sarkhej aad its neighbourhood that was supplying indigo to 
.V,..,-. n-.v,a^  besides this major indigo producing tract t.^ ere were 
other indigo producing centres such as Jambusar, Nad^^id, Baroda 
and Dholka in Gujarat during the 17th. century, Bu.-^  --^ o^ - probably 
•<-v,o I'nriigo produced at these places was consumed by "-'""^ local 
textile industry and it was only the sarkhej indi'C,_ .•^ ich owinq 
•'-'^  its superior quality and large size of product!.... ..uS prefe-
•^ —'^  by the English and was in great demand outside ',he country. 
1. EFI 1655-60, p.336. 
CHAPTER - V 
SALTPETRE TRADE 
Saltpetre was only next to indigo and textiles in 
importance among commodities which werd exported by the 
Europeans from Ahmadabad during the 17th, century. Owing to 
its use in gun-powder manufacture it was much in demand in 
Europe. Saltpetre was extracted from nitrates found in natural 
state. The major centre of its extraction were located in South 
America, Persia, Spain, Hungary and Southern parts of Europe, 
China and India, saltpetre is used for various purposes besides 
being an essential ingredient for gun-powder, such as in animal 
dyes, like lac and cochineal, in medijinds and antiseptics for 
preservation of fish and meat and embelleshing food preparations, 
and in glass making, bleaching, washing and cooling water! But 
the contemporary commercial literature mentions the uses of 
saltpetre as an ingredient of gunpowder ballast for ships and 
for cooling purposes. We find a reference of an English factor 
for its military use, "saltpetre being a comncditie desired by 
our state and of great expence in those times of warr between 
1. George Watt; Dictionary of Economic products of India, 
Calcutta, 1389, VI, pp.431-7, 
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them and the states of Holland". At various places in their 
correspondences, the English factors noted the use of saltpetre 
as ballast. The Ain mentioned its use for cooling drinking water 
and making explosives and fir3 works. Abut-Fazl records that 
"saltpetre which in gun powder produces the explosive heat, is 
used by his Majesty as a means of cooling water and is thus a 
3 
source of joy for great and small". 
It seems that the Dutch were the first European Company 
to exploit the saltpetre available in Ahmedabad . In 1625, the 
English factors held a consultation in which it was decided that 
"As the Dutch make yearly investments in saltpetre, both in Agra 
and Ahmedabad,it is determined to purchase in the latter place 
3,000 maunds for transport to England by the next shipping"; 
Malpur was a place where raw saltpetre was produced. 
The crude saltpetre was brought to Ahmadabad and was refined 
there. The English found it perhaps difficult to procure sufficieni 
!• SFI; 1651-54, p.196; The letter mentions that 200 tons of well 
refined saltpetre was bought for military purpose, 
2* EFI.1624-29, pp,83,208; 1630-33, pp.101,127,159;1642-45,P,175; 
163U-33, pp.110,125. 
3. Ain, I, p.55. 
4. EFI; 1624-29, p.90. 
5. It is situated 50 miles north east of Ahmedabad in the district 
of Mali Kantha. 
«^ 'SFI; 1646-50, pp.99,97. 
7. EFI;1642-45,p.164. 
-65-
quantity of saltpetre at Ahmsdabad and that is v/hy they, pre-
ferred to bring it from Malpur. But owing to the lack of fami-
liarity with the local conditions and cost of refinement turned 
2 
out to be costlier. But still it was cheaper .'n comparison 
to other regions. The place was so popular that even the Agra 
factors sent their agents to buy saltpetre their; about which 
a complaint was lodged by the Ahmedabad factors to taoir Presi-
dent that the internal competition would harm the company's 
4 
trade interests. 
The available evidence suggest that the production of 
saltpetre was not organized on large scale. It was the petty 
traders who bought crude saltpetre from the peasant cultivators 
and sold it to comparatively bigger merchants who then got it 
5 
refined under their own supervision by hired labour. The saltpe-
in the region of Ahmedabad was produced and refined by Bohras 
who were peasant cultivators. They sold it to the Europeans 
7 
directly. The English in 1647 requested the Bohras to have a 
1. Ibid, p.205. 
2. Ibid, pp.186-87. 
3* EPI; 1646-50, p.317; The saltpetre in Malabar coast was 
doubly priced at the time, 
^' EFI; 1646-50,pp.108-09. 
5, See also Moreland, India at the death of Akbar, pp.184-85, 
6, EFI; 1655-60, p.163. 
7, Ibid, 
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share in the saltpetre business with the Dutch! The saltpetre 
was also brought by Banjaras (itinervant dealer) to Ahmedabad 
from time to time. But dut to the excessive administrative 
pressure/ they left the practice and lost all hopes of its 
2 
continuance in 'future'. 
Though the Bohra producers of salt petre used to sell 
3 
directly to the European companies but still we find a refere-
nce of brokers employed by the English at Ahmedabad for the 
purpose of buying saltpetre. The advances were m.ade to Hardeo 
. 4 
Pandi and others' for buying saltpetre by the English factors. 
Sometimes the scarcity of saltpetre was felt in Ahmedabad 
5 
as the English could not get the desired amount of it. The 
natural factor like drought also affected the availjibility 
of saltpetre in Ahmedabad, "owing to the want of transport 
from Malpur/ 'by reason of the exceeding mortallity and poverty 
of cattell in those parts for want of food." 
1. EFI;1646-50,0,127. 
2, £FI; 1655-60, pp.75-76. 
3* EEI; 1646-50, pp,156-57. 
4« EFI? 1655-60; pp,74-75. 
5, SFI;1651-54,p.29. 
6, EFI; 1651-54, p,82. 
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The commercial viability of saltpetre was only possibli 
when it was well-refined. This is clearly indicated by the 
repeated instructions of the company to the factors' dealing 
in the item. The company made complaints and ordered the 
president at Surat "in future this commodity should only be 
sent in a refined state, as the charges for freight and customs 
were the same for refined and unrefined,".. A certain level of 
purity was desired,- the company asked the factors to buy only 
that quality. The instruction of the company ran like this 
"If saltpetre be sent, it must be 'refined upto the essay of 
2 
proofe' as otherwise it is not worth carrige". The comfjany 
ordered for 200 tons of well refined saltpetre and complained 
"that refined at Ahmadabad, though white, is very bad and full 
3 
of salt, and worse by ten percent than that brought from Agra. 
The company further ordered the President and council at Surat 
that saltpetre should be well refined and it should be refined 
4 
at the place of procurement "be (it) in Agra or Amadavad". 
Though the president had assured the company in 1645,"that the 
saltpetre will be found sufficiently refined. The best came from 
1. £FI, 1651-54, p.178. 
2. EFI; 1642-45, p,124. 
3. EFI; 1651-54, p.196. 
4. EFI;.1642-45, p.175. 
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Ahmedabad, and was refined in the factory there'T The English 
factors tried in 1648 to refine the saltpetre themselves but 
the attempt turn out to be a failure, at times it was costlier 
2 
than that bought m refined state at Ahmedabad or Agra. 
During our period two Hluropean Companies, the 
Dutch and the English were participating largely in saltpetre 
trade at Ahmadabad. 
The English East India Company seems to have followed 
3 
the Dutch in saltpetre trade. They tried to imitate the Dutch 
at all the stages of the transaction. As the Dutch made contracts 
with the Bohras (who were the only producers) for procuring 
4 
English feared a stiff apposition from them. Owing to the 
administrative restriction on salt petre trade, it was very 
difficult for the English to procure the commodity in quantities 
desired by them. They thus attempted a secret deal with the 
5 
Bohras to share the trade with the Dutch. The intense comDetition 
1. SFI; 1646-50, p.14; EFI;1642-45, p.164.. 
2. EFI; 1646-50, pp.186-187. The Raybag and swally expriments 
were failed. 
^' SFI; 1624-29,p.90. 
^' gFI/- 1646-50, pp. 156-7. 
5. EFI; 1646-50, D.127. 
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1 
between the two caused a rise in the price. Owing to the 
administrative pressure, the Dutch demanded back thei'r money 
from the producers in Malpur and the English took advantage of 
the situation and procured the available amount of saltpetre^ 
The governor (V.irza 'Isa Tarkhan) took away the saltpetre posse-
ssed by the Dutch and paid the price estimated. 
Saltpetre being a commodity of military significance 
the Mughal state probably made at some sort of attempts to have 
monopoly and control over the trade. It is evident from the 
English factors' correspondences that "saltpetre is a prohibited 
commodity, and hath allwaies in all places paid some acknowled-
4 
gement to the governor of the place where it was bought". The 
state, monopoly over the trade is also apparent from a letter 
by the Surat factors addressed to the company, "Ties no currant 
commodity nor required by any except this king for his particular 
occasions, forcing what he hath to be purposely provided; for 
which although he pay as much as we, yet the payment is not soe 
1. Ibid, pp. 156-7; EFI 1651-54, p.119, 
2. EFI; 1646-50, p.155. 
3. Ibid> pp.156-57. 
4. EFI; 1634-36, p.182, 
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good. Besides, it is prohibited to all others to buy a'-.;// and. 
1 
many law fully be surprised as the king's commodity" 
Similarly the Ahmedabad factor reported that they "can not get 
2 
license to transport the saltpetre". The governor demanded the 
duty of 1^ 1% from the seller and forced the purchaser, at least 
the English to pay Rs,2 per cast as road toll. The state permitted 
/I 
the merchants to have a' lionited' share in this trade.' If the state 
needed a particular amount of saltpetre no one -was allowed to 
take any quantity unless the entire requirement was met. So the 
Surat factor wrote, "The king hath made it his owne commodity; 
who hath lying ready in Amadavad 10,000 double maunds so long 
as any of this percell lies unsold,, we shall not be sufferrec to 
buy in this kingdome, nor father in what is due unto you from 
5 
the peetermen."" However, the English managed to smuq':ile out 
some quantity of saltnetre concealed in an indigo consignment, 
Inspite of the efforts of the administration, the English and 
the Dutch succeeded in procuring some saltpetre even out of the 
7 
stated share. 
1. EFI; 1665-67, p.28. 
2. EFI; 1634-36^ p.183. 
3. EFI; 1646-50, pp.5 7-58. These charges were thought unjust 
by the English as they had the fa.rman to the effect exemption 
them from all transit and other duries. 
4. EFI,1655-60/ p.15. 
5. EFI; 1655-60,p.15; so the factors tried to get it from Agra 
and 200 bales from Rajapur in the situation. 
6. Ibid. 
7. EFI; 1655-60;pp.17-18,That is why 'they have trouble with the 
"^etutent"' T^wan Rehmat Khan in 1655. 
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The Subedars also asserted their monopoly when they 
desired so on their own. The English feared to transport salt-
petre via Burhanpur as they were apnrehensive the Prince Aurant 
zeb would seize it and even no conip'i?ensation would be granted. 
This fear of the English proved true in 1657, "what saltpetre 
v;as provided by particular person at Ahmedabad is all seized on 
by the Prince (i.e. Murad Bakhsh) there who took it from the 
2 
English by force". 
In case of imperial order, the Subadar had nothing 
to do with the business. As in 1654. Mufad Bakhsh, the Subadar 
of Gujarat permitted the English to buy any amount of Saltpetre 
they required but the Piwan prohibited them to do so. 
The control on the saltpetre trade was generally on 
strategic grounds. But at times there were other curious 
pretentions. Prince Aurangzeb during his temure of S"ubadari 
1. EFI;1655-60, p.63; This is the period of ensuring war of 
succession among the sons of Shahjahan. 
2. SFI; 1655-60, p. 121; Murad did Kiit to strengthen his position 
3. -EFI; 1651-54, pp. 299-300. 
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in Gujarat is said to have imposed restrictions on the English 
for being heretics and at war against the muslims on the advo-
cacy of the musliro devouts7 
There was yet another dimension of the monopoly of 
the trade. In 1646, the entire saltpetre trade was farm.ed out 
2 
to one Mir Musa. The constant administrative interference as 
well as the malpracticed by the Mughal Officials for personal 
gain were generally recognised as a source of trouble in trade. 
In 1646 the saltpetre transportation by the English from 
Ahmedabad to Surat was stopped by the Mughal officials on the 
grounds that the due duties were not paid. As the English factor 
allegas "by an exacting villaine to feed whose hungry man were 
forced to part with 125 rupees and cleere our carts. Without 
the Governours leave" In this connection the factor. ' met 
the Subada"r Shaista Khan and presented him red and green broad 
cloth, a m.irror and a set of barber's instrijments, in order to 
get a parwana to get exemption for the English from all road 
r 
tolls and other hindrances involved in saltpetre trade. The 
confiscated consignment-Of 65 bales of saltpetre was also 
released. The Governor also promised to resiritu^te the earlier 
1. SFI; 1646-50, p.34 
2. Ibid,pp.57-58; The contract did not authorise the contractor 
to issue dastaks (permits) to any one else. Kir Musa issued 
the dastaks to the English, but it had no sanction in the eyes 
of the officials. 
3. SFI;1646-50, pp.5 7-5". 
4. EFI; 1646y50,pp.57-58. 
9« E?l7 1646-50, pp.63,108. 
6 • I bit-', p . 6 3 . 
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illegal amount taken from them though; the assurance was not 
fullfilled. The English factors allege that at times the imperial 
officers acted \inder the pretention of safeguarding imperial 
interests but in effect the imperial revenues suffered due to 
trade. The English factor reported, "utteringe with nreat passion 
that it was insufferable we should buy oup all the goods in the 
country, and that his occasion for saltpetre was more urgent 
2 
than Ours". It is however, reported that when the governor was 
offered ?s. 280, he allowed the English to take 5000 maunds of 
saltpetre from the region. The Dutch were also subjected to the 
4 
sam.e harassments. Again we hear of detention of 200 • -.unds of 
5 
Saltpetre by the Governor in 1653, The English percieved that 
without heavy bribe to the governor, they would not be able 
to get it released. The Dutch refused to give any bribe as, 
7 
"they see little prospect of sending the ship home this year". 
!• ^FI? 1646-50, p.108; Mir Musa by whose help the English factor 
met the governor was given broad cloth "with some over plus' 
as an acknowledgement of his many favours. The Bakhshi who help-
ed him also recieved presents. 
2. EFI; 1646-50, p.150 
3. Ibid. 
4. Ibid. 
B. aFI?1651-54, p.151. 
6. Ibid, p.25. 
7, EFI; 1651-54, p.25. 
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So far the release of the Saltpetre, the English reduced the 
price by more than £100 of the tapestry for the personal use 
of the governor and "he allowed them to bring it to Surat just 
before the rains". The situation was not conducive to buy 
2 
further quantity of saltpetre for the English. 
We do not have the adequate data to make any estimate 
of quantity of saltpetre exported from the region by various 
European companies. Only a rough sketch can be drawn to gauge 
the volume of trade in saltpetre. The export by the East India 
Company of England was as follow: 
1625 
1628 
1639 
1640 
1647 
1/ 200 maunds 
2,870 maunds 
104 bales' 
175 bales 
1,500 gjnaunds 
EFI,1624-29, p.73 
EFI;162^-29, p.246. 
1637-41, p.l98i 
Ibid, p.232 
1646-50, D.112 
B.G.Gokhle has assumed that annually ^ver 50,000 
maunds of saltpetre accounting for over Rs. 100,000 have been 
3 
transported from Ahmedabad market. 
1. Ibid, pp.299-300. 
2. Ibid. 
3. B.G.Gokhle, 'Ahmedabad in the 17th. Century"! JESHO XII, 1969. 
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Jimilarly we do not have the data to establish any 
trends in the prices of the commodity. In 1628 the English 
factor bought 2,000 raaunds of saltpetre at. the rate of Rs.2'4 
per maund. of the best available quality^' A few months later 
the price fell to Rs.l^ per maund owing to low demand. As the 
2 English caravan was detained for the clearance of saltpetre. 
The demand of the commodity also lessened when the price fell 
3 
in England. Though in 1644 the crude saltpetre in Malpur v/as 
cheaper than that of Ahmedabad. The rate was Rs.4 and 4^ ^ for 5 
double maunds. But the cost of transportation to Ahmedabad 
doubted the prime cost even though the saltpetre was manufac-
4 
tured in the English factor;,/ itself. In 1647, the English made 
an agreement for 1,500 g r e a t maund in Malpur a t F's. 22 pe r mand, 
which was l/8th. times dearer than the previous year. Once 
again the rise in prices was due to the severe famine conditions 
increasing the cost of transportation. When the English exueri-
m.ent of refining saltpetre at Ray bag had failed, they tried it 
at Swally. The cost worked out was Rs. 4^ per maund which was 
1. EFI; 1624-29, p.215. 
2. EFI; 1642-29, p.275. 
3. EFI; 1630-33, D.56. 
'^' '^^ J^I; 1642-45, p. 205, The double or great maund was ecruivalent 
to 74 Lbs. 
5. EFI; 1646-50, p.112. 
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1 
dearer than the saltpetre bought at Agra and Ahmedabadr The 
2 
price at Mal^aar coast was double than that of Ahmedabad. In 
3 
1655, the price was recorded as Rs.6 7/8 per double maund. In 
1633 the price at Surat was considered for more higher than 
4 
that in Bengal. It was estimat^^d at 25 s. per Cwot. The price 
of saltpetre was high at Surat where it was available at Rs.4^ 5 
per maund at least in 1665. 
A variety of factors affected the prices, such as cost 
of transportation, levels of demand and supply, the administratis 
interference, and the last but not the least anglo - Dutch 
rivalry. 
1. SFI; 1646-50, pp.186-87. 
2. Ibid, p.317. 
3. EFI; 1655-60, p.15 
4. SFI? 1661-64, p.187. 
5. SFI; 1665-67, p.6. 
CHAPTER VI 
C0^4MERCE IN OTHER COMMODITIES 
Besides the corrmodities that were -locally available 
at Ahmedabad or in its vicinity^ Ahmedabad was an important 
market for various other commodities such as ginger^ lac, 
3 • 4 
mirabolans, and salammoniac. These commodities were exported 
5 
to Persia, the middle eastern and the European countries. Un-
fortunately the information in respect of trade of these commo-
dities is very limited, it does not go beyond reporting prices 
in certain cases. One can not even make conjectures about the 
magnitude or the turnover of trade. 
The foreign n'.erchants imported various commodities into 
Ahmadabad mgrket mainly to limit the export of bullion from their 
7 
countries. Though the effort was not very successful. The large 
quantities of spices were brought from the Spice Islands by the 
!• EFI; 1630-33, p.91; EFI; 1637-41, o. 119; Thevnot, p.17; 
„ To vernier, p. 17; Tarernier, ii, p. 20-11. '^' 
2. Lett. Rcvd. I, p.305; SFI;1624-29, p.63; Therenot, p.17. 
3. Thev^not, p. 17; He also recorded that tam.arins, opium and 
honey were exported from «hmadabad market. 
4. Lett. Rcvd._,_ III, p. 299. 
5. EJI; 1630-33, p.91. 
S* I^ ett. Rcvd.III, p.299; EFI 1624-29, p.230 
7. Moreland, From Akbar to Auranqzeb, pp.60-61 
^^^=^5/ 
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1 • 2 
Europeans. These included cloves, nutmeg and mace» We also find 
reference of European woolen products which were sold in Ahrnedabad". 
The other important commodity brought to Almedabad 
market was a number of non currency metals. These were quick-
silver, tin, and lead. Tin was imported from England a'^ d Achin. 
and there was a difference of prices both types of tin in the 
g 
two varieties. In 1622, the English tin was sold for Rs. 12 per 
o 
mannd where as the Achxn tin was priced at Rs.15 per maundi Though-
1. Pelsaert, p.19; Broeke, Journal of Indian History, XI, p.I, 
April, 1932, p. 213; Eb'I; 1634-36, p. 189; spices were brought 
specially by the Dutch owing to their control over South - East 
Asian region. Gujaratis also dealt in this commodity. 
2. Pelsaert, p.19; Broeke, £IH, p.213; 
3. Pelsaert, p.19. 
4. Pelsaert, p-19; Lett. Rcvd, iii, p.66. 
5. Lett. Rcvd., Ill, P.66;E-^'I; 16 22-2 3, up.58,86; Pelsaert, p.19; 
^ Broeke, JIH, p.213. 
D. '-
&• Lett. Rcvd, III, p.66; EFI;1622-23, pp.58,88; EFI;1624-29, 
p.270. Lead was also exchanged for indigo; EFI; 1634-36 p.134; 
SFI; 1663-69, p.190. 
7. £FI;1622-23, p.86; Broeke, JIH'p.213. 
8. EFI; 1622-23, p.86. 
9. Ibid. 
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it seems that the demand was little tor this Metal in that 
year in Ahroadabad. 
Lead was imported from Europe in to Indian Markets; 
2 
the English and the Dutch imported this ; metal. There was keen 
competition between the two which is evident from the English 
factor's charge that " the Dutch maliciciously undersold them" 
3 
at Ahmadabad. In 1622/ 570 maunds o£ lead was sold for Rs. 3 % 
4 
per maund by the English factors in Ahmadabad market. In 1623, 
the Ahm.adabad factor requested the consent of the .^resident 
and council at Surat to sell 2000 maunds of lead at the rate 
of Rs. 3% per maund. In 1635, the price of lead had been recorded 
at Rs.5^ 2 per maund. In 1669 the price was noted as R.s.6 'ler maund 
which included the charges of insurance and carriage from 
7 
Ahmadabad to Cambay. We do not see much fluctuation in the price 
of the metal uptill 1635 and the Gujarati maund was increased 
g 
by 10 percent, by 1636. 
1. Ibid. 
2. Moreland, From Akbar to Auranqzeb, p.166. 
3. EFI; 1624-29, o.325. 
4. SFI; 1622-23, p.88. 
5. EFI;1622-23,p.334. 
6. EFI; 1634-35, p.134. 
7. 5FI; 1668-69, p.190. 
8. EFI; 1634-35, p.134;see also Moreland on. Cit.,p.l66. 
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Quick-Silver was supplied from China and Europe amd 
1 
might have a r r i v e d by way of Red Sea and cap. > t o Indian rnerketsT 
It was used for making vermilion -as at one place we find the 
English factors requesting its speedy dispatch in order that 
"it may be made into vermilion before the heat renders the work 
2 
unsufferable to the poore labourers!' The metal seems to be in 
3 
regular dem.and in Ahmadabad market. The Dutch, the English and 
4 the Portuguese traded in this commodity.' The annual sale in 
Ahjnadabad of quick - Silver by the English was estrmated as 
lbs. 
this metal. 
5 
20,000 lbs. The company's servants also carried private trade in 
The prices of quick silver greatly varie-d. In 1615, 
7 
it was sold at Rs.78 per maund. In 1617 the price was recorded 
Q 
as Rs.74 per maund. In 1626 the metal /as supplied by the English 
round the year as the Dutch failed to bring it; PDrtuguese supp-
lied a very small quantity and supply was scanty from the Red - sec 
9 3 
area. In March 1628 the price of quick - silver was Rs.96 ner maund, 
1. Moreland, op. cit., p.165. 
2. EB'I; 1624-29, p. 245. 
3. Lett. Rcvd., Vi, p.135; Ibid, VI,p.160. EPI; 1624-29,pp.156, 
245,310,325. 
4. EFI; 1624-29, p.156. 
5. EFI; 1624-29, P.325. 
6^  SFI; 1630-33, p.22. 
7. Lett. Rcvd. V, p.135. 
8. Ibid, VI, O.160. 
•9. EFI; 1624 - 29, p. 156. 
10.Ibid, p.245. 
In Dec. 1628 the cpjiicV. - s'-.lver from Surat to AHnadabP-d was 
sent in rervDonse to an c.-.l::^r of fc,95 per maund but when it 
arrived there, it was sold for Rs.90 per iriciundr In 1629, the 
quick - silver sold at Ahrnadabad for 7s4d oer IbT soon, in the 
succeeding year the price of quick - silver in AViirtadabad was 
Rs.lOO oer maund. In 1632 quick silver was sold for 4s 8d per lb. 
and the President at Surat requested the company not to send it 
4 
tor the next two years. The English had to sell their qijick silvo 
for ks. 49 per maund in view of little likelihood of a better 
barqain beina Tiade in 1634. in 1636 the English sold t^ -eir quick 
si.lver at Rs,49 r^ er niaund and the Dutch sold their quick silver 
and vern-ilion at Rs.42 per maur:., " a price where it never yez 
d.i.iicended" In 1636 the price -^corded at Ahimadabad for qij.ick -
7 
silver was te,47 per maund and vermilioii at Rs. 42 per maund. The 
nrice showed a steep rise in 1649 , js the quick - silver was 
g 
sold for'Rs,80 'oer maund in -^.hn-iadabad. In 1650 •'•'He prices rose 
9 
"r-^ er and reached Rs.l2b-.t per m-tund in Ahmadabad.. 
% Ib idy p * 3 1 0 . 
2 , I b i d , p * 3 2 5 . 
•'. ^ P I ; 1630-.^3, p . 2 2 . 
" • '^IlJfJJir^rJ:^' '^* "•'^ ^* S'2'- " ' ' " '^'^•'^^ G u j a r a t a^nind was incr^i,.,sed 
by '\oi^ In l'?35. 
^ ' ^'-Flr 1 6 4 6 - 5 0 , p p . 2 4 9 - 5 0 . 
6 . J^b i£^ p . 2 9 2 . 
7 . i/l-b'I • ^'\34_-_2_''. Do 1 4 3 ; S e c u a s e t^-ie G u ' ^ a r a t iTiciU'id was i n c r e a ~ e d 
DY I C v r i n l b J?- . 
S . ^'"I;16^^-.>-50, p p . ^ 4 9 - 5 0 . 
9 . I b i d , D . 2 8 2 . 
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Ahmadabad also provided the market , for agricultural and 
semi agricultural products produced in the neighbourhood and 
in the other regions! As far as sugar is concerned, its avai-
bility in Ahjiiadabad market was referred to by TheVanot and 
2 
Pe l sae r t . Sugar was avai lable in large quanti ty for re -expor t 
3 
from the beginning of our period. But compared to other items of 
exports like indigo, textiles and saltpetre, its volijme was not 
substantial and at times the English faced non-availability of 
the material altogether in the market/ There were many varieties 
of sugar but two kinds have found mention for export like 'Powder 
Sugar' and Sugar candy! Tavernier also noted that, "Loaf-sugar 
is made at Ahmadabad, where the people understand how to refine it, 
itwis called on this account royal sugar"^ 
The quality of Ahjnadabad sugar had been praised by the 
English as "pure, white, dry and not adulterate", and it fetched 
7 
20 per cent higher price than China and Baintam sugar in Persia, 
1. Lett. Rcvd. V, p.115; Pelsaert, p.19; He referred to sugar 
in Alimadabad as "Bengal Kand" 
2. Tht^enot, p. 17; Pelsaert, p. 19. 
3. Lett. Rcvd., I, p.305. 
4. S'^ I; 1637-41, p.. 198; EFI; 1651-54, p.58; Ibid, p. 36 
5. Lett. Rcvd, I, p.305;6Lett. Rcvd. V, p.115; There were three 
Kinds of sugar first king of aggery was not m.eant for exnort, 
second type was of white sugar of fine grain termed as "Powder 
Sugary large crystals and much more refined and costly knew as 
"Candy". These two types were for export. Morelanc. oD.cit.-p. 138. 
7* ^?I; 1637-41, pp.270-1, E^I;1624-29, p.221. 
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Suqar was generally brought to the market by banjaras and so 
the t^ Malish faced the difficulty of immediate payment for the 
1 
purchaser 
The Dutch carried sugar from Bengal and south - east 
2 
Asia, The English exported it to Persia and England from. 
3 Ahmadabad. Sugar was also used as ballast for the ships. 
The administrative interference by the Mughal Officials 
can a''.-o be seen in this trade. In 1647, the governor forced the 
banjaLoS to sell sugar to him and thereby he "unlawfully" gained 
Rs. 100, He further intended to be the sole seller of the product 
4 in Ahm.adabad market. The practice discouraged the dealers to brine 
it down to the market causing -sc^  :'city and price hike. 
As the quantum of su jar available was not sufficient 
to be exported on a regular basis, the merchants had to look for 
the commodity in other regions. 
^» EFI; 1624-29, p.270. It was curious that sugar was usually 
transported on oxen backs rather than on camels. EFI, 1618-21, 
p. 102". 
2. EFI; 1530-33, pp. 61,91; EFI; 1637-41, pp.270-71. 
3. EFI; 1637-41, p.198; Though saltpetre was generally used as 
ballasu but some times sugar also served the purpose. 
4. EFI; 1646-50, p.130-
5. Ibid, p.155. 
6. EFI; i;)18-21, p. 21; sugar was also in great demand for local 
consumption, Terry in Early Travels, p.297. The English tried 
to procure 100 maunds of sugar and 200 maunds of sugar camdy 
from other regions- to be shipped at Surat, Ei^ I; 1618-21,-Q. 102. 
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As far as its price is concerned/ sugar was a costly 
commodity and its transportation to the market of Ahmadabad from 
other regions added to its price. In 1613 the price in Ahmadabad 
of 'powdersugar' was £5 per cwt. • {RS.4,44 per maund) t In 1622, 
the English factor noted "sugar is very dear" and sold, at Rs,5 per 
2 
maund. The price in 1628 was ks. 36*2 for one lind and Rs.37 for the 
3 
other variety "per ten maunds of forty seers" In 1630 the price 
of sugar candy had been reported as Rs. 36-39 ner ten maunds. 
During the 16th and 17th. century, Ahmedabad, Cambay 
and Patan were the important centres as far as paper manufacturing 
5 
m Gujarat was concerned. But amongst them Ahmedabad was consi-
dered as most important in reaper making industry by the English 
factors in 1618, The paper made at Ahmedabad was of much finer 
quality in comparison to other parts of India writing in 1618, 
an English factor remarked; "This letter is written on native made 
1, Lett. Rcvd. I, p.305 Cf. Irfan Habib, Agrarian system of Mughal 
India, p.85. 
2. SFI; 1622-23, p.109. 
3- '•^^-' 1624-29, p.221. 
4. SFI; 1630-33, p.61. 
5. S.A.K.Ghori and A. Rahman, "paper Technology in Medieval Indiai' 
Indian Journal of History of Science, I, 1966, p.138. 
6' SFI? 1618-21, p.7, fn.l. 
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1 
paper, which is still in an excellent state of preservation 1''" 
Paper at Ahmadabad was produced in large quantity and was of 
2 
various dimenfeions and varietxes. A variety of coloured papers 
3 
was also made. To meet the needs of account books for business 
purposes, a kind of brown paner too was manufactured at Ahmada-
4 bad. A very special and beautiful kind of paper known as Zarafshan 
• « 
was made, obviously for ceremonial use. The distinctive quality 
of Ahmadabad paper was "its extreme whiteness and dlossinessl' 
Along with the English factors the another of Mirat -i- Ahmadi 
also observed the remarkable features of Ahmadi paper. He says 
that Daultabadi and Kashmiri papers were of fine quality but in 
whiteness and lustre the two varieties could not compete with 
Ahmadabadi paper. 
Inspite of all good qualities, some unavoidable defects 
creot into the process of paper m.anufacture .ov.dng to the physio-
graphic locale of the city of Ahmadabad. Mi rat perceptively 
remarks, "As this city is situated in the desert, particles of 
!• £FI? 1618-21, p.7, fn.l. 
2. Ghori and Rahman, 0£. Cit., p,138, 
3. Ibid. 
4. Ibid. 
5. Ibid, 
6. M*irat, I, p. 15. 
-86-
dust are unavoidably mixed with the pulp. They come out of the 
paper sheets when they are dried and polished lea.'ing behind 
-I 
imperceptible perforations. This is a defect". 
Being a profitable item of trade, besides meeting the 
local needs, it was also exported to far - off places as well. 
The demand by English was obvious and it is listed as one of 
2 
the products to be exported to Per:-ia by them. It was sent to 
different parts of India and also exported to Arab countries and 
Turkey worth tens of thousand of rupees "like currency notes", 
by the merchants. 
y _ 
1. Mi rat, I, p.15. 
2. EFI; 1613-21,0.7; SFI; 1668-69, p.2 21. 
3. Mirat, I, p.15. 
CHAPTER - VII 
MQNi-JY: THE i^ lINT^  BILLS OF EXCHANGHl AND CREDIT 
It is a well' recognised fact that the Mughal ernpire 
issued coins of great purity and remarkable uniformity. There 
were coins of three metals, gold, silver and cooper but the 
silver r^ apee emerged as the basic coin during the 17th; Century. 
The Mughal issued the coins from a number of mints in the empire. 
The Mughal coinage was "free" i.e. any one could carry bullion 
to the mint and get it converted into coin at mint charges. The 
total cost of minting amounted to 5.5 Der cent." 
In Gujarat Mahmudis survived from the days of Gujarat 
Sultanate and were issued by local cheifs side by side the Mughal 
2 
rupee. 
After the conquest of Gujarat a Mughal mint seems to 
have immediately established at Ahmadabad, since the coins struck 
3 
at the Ahmadabad mint are available for the year 1572. It minted 
4 
coins in all three metals namely gold, silver and copper. 
1. A in, I, p.27, on the purity of the Mughal coinage see S.H. 
Hodivala, Hi5;torical studies in Mughal Mumismaties, Calcutta, 
1923, pp.234~35; Irfan H'abib, The currency system of the Mughal 
Emnire^ (1556-1707), Medieval India Quarterly, IV(No.1-2),Aligarh, 
1960, pp.1-2. 
2. EFI, 1634-36, pp.224-5 
3. i-^Ln, I, p. 127 ' 
4. "Ai'n, I, p. 127. 
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The Ahmadabad mint seems to have started utterina silver coins 
in large numbers right from the beginning. From the very first 
decade since it opened ti.ere are 83 surviving silver rupee out 
of a total of 352 surviving rupees for the entire Mughal Empire. 
It was perhaps natural AVimadabad was one of the main entry 
points of the bullion that v/as flowing into India owing to its 
trade with t'.e Red Sea and the Persian Gulf, The total supply 
of silver in India was based on imports, there was no silver 
nroduction in the country itself. Therefore the mints that v-'ere 
situated at the centres of the foreign trade could naturally be 
expected to mint large number of coins out of the bullion 
brought by merchants. It was inconvenient to carry bullion 
further inland. The bullion imported was first recorded In 
the custom houses, vvhore the duty was oaid, it was taken to 
the mints either by the foreign and Indian m.erchants tl^ iemselves 
or the merchants sold it out to tl-ie -jarrafs w'-io took it to 
» 
1 
the.mintr 
The number of coins issued from a mint may oerhaps 
be taken as an index of the bullion arriving in that region 
1. Master, II, on.303-4. 
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The number of coins issued from a mint may tjerhapa be taken 
as an index of the bullion arriving in that region which in 
turn may indicate tVie' degree of tiie trade activity or reflect 
its commercial importance. We may consider the surviving coins 
from the Ahmadabad mint as some indicator for its magnitute of 
trade. We may take the surviving coins from Ahmadabad.,-as an 
2 
index of the total out put of the Ahm.adabad m.int. The coins 
uttered in the closing quarter of the 16th Century and in tne 
first decade of the 17th. century at Ahmadabad mint appear 
quite large. It is quite iDOSsible that a large quantity of 
mahmudis were reminted at Ahmadabad imrnediately after the 
Mughal conquest but that alone could not account for the lerge 
magnitude of minting, dince mahmudis continued to be used as 
fractional coins in Gujarat even after wards. 
I have prepared a taole of the surviving nu^ :' .er of coins 
•issued from Ahmadabad from the various cataloaues of collections 
1. Since Ahmadabad was &,lso the head quarters of the :Juba, which 
might have added to the activity of the Ahmadabad mint.As coins 
were needed for remittance of revenues and for the oayments to 
the officials. 
2. For this assumption see Aziza Hasan, "Mints of the Mughal 
Smpire: a study in Comparative out out, " £2-^j£.' Pstiala 
session, 1967; and see also Shireen Moosvi, "Money Supply 
and the silver influx in the Mughal Em.pire - A fresh Attempt 
at Quantification". PllriC, Bombay 198Q. 
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in different museums. While the surviving num.ber of coins 
could possibly serve as an index of othe actual minting, the 
samples drawn from museum collections can not be asumed random 
and unbiased since it suffers from the bias of the collectors 
as suggested by Deyellt I have therefore drawn upon the coins 
record in- the U.P.Coin - finds reports where no such bias could 
possibly be oresent. As it is widely noticed that the Mughal 
coins carried the name of the mint and the year of the minting, 
it is possible to wor'-. out the number of coins per decade minted 
at Ahmadabad. I have set out in the table below the mumber of 
surviving coins decade wise beginning from the conquest of 
Gujarat in 1572 on the basis of the U.P.Coin find reports as well 
as the Coins recorded in the.major catalogues mentioned in the 
3 
foot notes below. 
1. Nelson wright, catalogue of coins in the Indian Museum, 
Calcutta, Vol. Ill, ohamsuddin /-.hmad, Suoplornent to trie 
catalogue of coins in the Indian Museum, Calcutta, Vol, III; 
CJ Brown, Catalogue of coins in state Museijm Li-'cknow; CR 
Singhal, Sup^^lementary^ Catalogue of Mughal Coii'., in the state 
Museum Lucknov; RH white head, catalogue of coins In the 
Punjab Museum Lahore, S.Lane - Poole, coins of the Mughal 
emperors of Hindustan in the British Museum. 
2. John S.Deyell, Nijmismatic Methodology in the Estimation of 
Mughal currency out put, IE3HR, XIII, No.3, p.375' 
3. A.K. orivastava. Coin Hoards of Uttar Pradesh, 1, Lucknow, 
1981 and original coin find reports preserved at Lucknow 
Museum. 
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TABLE 
(A) (B) 
Year Silver coins from Silver coins Percentage of 
Ahmadabad Mint. from the entire (A) out of(B) 
Empire 
352 • 23.5 
317 59.5 
567 37.9 
452 28.0 
447 11.8 
510 3.1 
455 3.2 
346 2.3 
304 2.6 
214 6 
218 0.45 
398 0.25 
418 0.47 
406 0.49 
An exainination of this table suggests that the Ahmadabad 
mint immediately after the Mughal conquest started contributing 
a considerably high proportion of the total minted currency. The 
maximum was attained during the decade 1582-91 when it accounted 
for about 60% of the total mint out put of the Empire; there after 
the share of the Ahmadabad mint in the total currency output as 
well as in absolute terms started progressively declining though 
1572-1581 
1582-1591 
1592-1601 
1602-1611 
1612-1621 
1622-1631 
1632-1641 
1642-1651 
1652-1661 
1662-1671 
1672-1681 
1682-1691 
1692-1701 
1702-1707 
83 
188 
215 
127 
53 
16 
15 
8 
8 
13 
1 
1 
2 
. 2 
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still remained significant uptil . the decade 161P-21 as has 
already been pointed out (vide chapter II). This declirfe may be 
attributed to the establisbjnent of the surat mint in 1620. 
If our two assumptions namely that the surviving coins 
are in proportion to the actual mint oijit put and that out-turn 
of mint is an index of import of bullion in the region are valid 
then the trends in the out put of Ahimadabad mint might suggest 
a decline in the commercial activity at Ahmadabad, 
One may perhaps not go fa r wrong in assuming that 
almost the entire bullion going to the Ahmadabad mint was recie-
ved from the foreign imports ( one may make some allowance for 
remitting of the older coins but this might be set out against 
the bullion going for uses other than money supply as well as 
2 
bullion that could have been sent inland unminted). Therefore 
one may not go fa •" wrong in relating the Ahmadabad mint out put 
i. The Surat mint started strucking coins in 1620,, -\'elson 
Wright, catalogue of tlte coins in the Indian Museum Calcutta, 
Londen, 1903, p.IXXiX. 
2. The sarrc-fs were obliged to send for remitting the coins that 
loss'tlieir value in use over the usual seign orage charges, 
Irfan Habib, "Currency 3ys':em. of tne Mughalsi' p.6 . 
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to its turn over of trade since as mantioned earlier, the 
silver,going to the mints was almost solely recieved from 
imports and these imports were in return of ttie commodities 
exported from Ahmadabad whatever local products or collected 
from all over the iimpire and India. 
-yif^fQ^i-'^Qnce of coins thus lead us uo the conclusion 
tnat Ahmadabad was certainly one of the most important centre 
of foreign trade of the Mughal Empire during the last qnaarter 
of the 16th and the first decade of the 17th. Century. Since 
during this period the Al-imadaoad mint out put accounted for 
23.5% to as high as 59.5% of the tot=il currency out put of 
1 
the Empire. 
The mint at Ahmadaoad " . appears to have remained 
busy and active round the year since the over sea trade conti-
nued the whole year. Before the time the bullion brought by the 
Europeans the English and the Dutch mainly was converted into 
rupees. The ships used to start arriving from the Red Sea and 
1. See table I. 
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the Persian Gulf, The Mughal rupees struck under Akbar after 
the 40th R.Y. also carry the month not only the ye 
be seen that the coins were struck at Ahmadabad round the year. 
Though certain months when the ships arrived were of higher 
minting activity. The mint at Ahmadabad was so busy that the 
foreign merchants who were in hurry to get the specie were 
preferring to sell their bullion to the sarrafs and at time 
sarrafs made much profit out of this transaction. The Ahmadabad 
mint at times was so busy that the merchants who needed money 
during the trade seasons • . faced with difficulties. The scar-
city of money caused by delay in the issuance of coins from the 
mints was one of the important financial problems of the European 
Companies. 
The fact that after the emergence of Surat in 1620's 
asc^  .rival port, the mint oiit put of Ahmadabad declined suggest 
that our assumptions of taking the number of surviving coins 
as an index of the commercial activity was not in valid. 
1. SFI; 1655-60, p.244. 
2. SFI 1622-23, p.181, The borrowings of money by the English 
and the Dutch companies have been discussed in caaoter IX also, 
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BILLS OF EXCHANGE: 
Bills of exchange constitute an important aspect of 
the organization of commercial finance. For conducting trade, 
a system. ^  for the transfer of money as v.'ell as raising of short 
term loans for purposes of trade had been Evolved. Thus for 
facilitating payments and credits bills of exchange were widely 
used. It eliminated the risks involved in transporting large 
sums of money from one place to another, as well as nrovided a 
mechanism of raising short term loans to the merchants. 
It was a bill promising payment at a particular place 
after a specified period or at sight. The bill of exchange was 
saleable and any one could buy it and earn profit by discounting 
it. It is one of the indications of money market prevailing 
1 
during the 17th. centur>'. 
Ahmadabad was a big money market. large sum. of money 
were sent from Ahmadabad to different places in the Smpire through 
bills of exchange and similarly the money was recieved at Ahm.adabad 
1. Irfan Habib, The system of Bills of Exchange in the Mughal 
Empire, PIKC, 1972". pp. 290-303. 
2. Lett. Revd; 1, p.299;V, r).54; EFI 1618-21, D.329; EFI 1646-50, 
pp.61,119; EFI 1655-60,0.14. " 
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In 1636 the Ahmadabad factors were asked to transmit Rs, 50/000 
'by the President at Surat through the bills of exchange: Again 
in 1647 we find a reference that Ahmadabad factors acknowledged 
2 
the reciept of Rs.50,000 by bills of exchang®. 
The rate of exchange was generally quoted by the 
English as same, wheather it was drawn by a sarraf for remitting 
the money or drawn by merchant to raise commercial credit. There 
is reference where a distinction on two kinds of hundis was 
made. The English factors report tnat there was a premium on 
hundi destined to Burhaniour. The rate of exchange at Burhsnipur 
had been noted by the English factors as "takers upp shall receave 
91^' and the delevers to pay 92-4 rupees seccawes to pay or receave 
100 Brampore rupp (ees)". It shows that a person who had taken 
money at Ahmadabad by drawing a bill on Burhanpur, would recieve 
from the sarrafs 91^ sikka as against the payment of Rs.lOO, 
!• ^^I 1634-36, pp.168-69-
2. SFI 1646-50, pp. 102-03. 
3. i^ FI 1622-23, T5,68 , 
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current at Burharapur where as a person who delivered money 
to the sarrlfs was called upon to pay them Rs.92'4 to get a 
hundi on Burhanpur from them for 100 rupees current at Burhanpurl 
The som.e report of the English factors gives the two rates for 
hundis drav\'n at Ahmadabad on Surat, -As per the English report^ 
"for takers up, 1^ .42^ 4 and 42 3/16, against hundis of 100 n'ahmudis 
payable at Surat/ and for deliverers, Rs.42='4". So in issuing a 
hundi and discounting another, the sarrafs earned about 1^ 4% on 
Burhanpur, and of 1%% to 1 3/8% on Surat;; Basing on this Irfan 
Habib opines, "If the gain was equally shared between drawing 
and discounting, the Sarraf's Charge as brokers between the 
remitters and. debtors, would come to about S/8% on each hundi' 
The rate of exchange on bills drawn at Ahmadabad for 
5 
Thatta was recorded as 2% in 1635, In 1647, in order to remit 
money to Thatta, the Engl:-3h discounted a bill drawn at Ahinadabad 
1. EFI 1622-23, p.68 cf. Irfan Habib, The^ System, of Bills of 
Exchange (Tiundis) in the Mughal Empire^ , p. 292 
2. EFI 1622-23, p.69 cf. Irfan Habib op. clt. p.292. 
3. Ibid. 
4. Ibid. 
5. EFI 1634-36, -0.131-
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on Thatta, at a net gain of 1-2% . On the other hand, a hundi 
drawn at Ahinadabad carried a discount of only 1% at a time (1635) 
when the interest rate at Thatta was no less than I and 1-4% 
per month. The cost of insurance is furnished by the renort of 
the English factors at Ahmadabad. They had discounted.-two bills 
drav/n at Thatta at "two per cent profit less half a rupee (per cen-
2 
for insurance m 1647. 
The bills of exchange from Ahmadabad upon Surat was 
"payable by yourselves att four double days accostomed." It meant 
that hundis were payable 8 days after sight. The bazar qasid 
(general messenger) took less than 9 days to convey letters from 
Ahmadabad to Surat. So it may be assiimed that the discount or 
premium on the bills between these two places had to allow for 
interest for about 17 days. 
The bills of exchange were the prevalent mode of raising 
credit and remitting money. The bills of exchange were frequently 
used in commercial transactions and the cash was seldom used.. 
1. S?I 1634-36, p. 131; !::FI 1646-50, pp. 102-03. cf. Irfan Habib, 
op. cit p.295. 
2. SFI 1646-50/ pp. 102-03^ 
3. J-JFI 1622-2 3, p.172' 
4. SFI 1655-60, ?.197 • 
5. Irfan Habib, op, cit, p,296. 
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The author of the Mirat gives a detailed account of the 
mechanism of hundis . "Suppose a person having paid a fixed 
sum at the port of Surat to a sarraf of that place, brings 
a hundi, which in Persian is called Sufta, drawn by him 
(the sarraf) or his partner or agent at Ahmadabad^ he may, 
if he chooses, collect cash, paying the deduction on account 
of an the at the current rate or, in case anot'ier person has 
a claim against possessor of the hindwi (awarinda -i hundwi) 
for that sum, he may give it to that person, and so free him-
self from that obligation. Similarly, he (the new holder of 
the hindwi) may transfer it (the hundi) to another, until it 
reaches a person, against whom the drawee of the hindwi 
(Sahib - i hindwi) has claims, and who therefore, surrendering 
it to the latter, relieves himself of his debt. But Cosh is 
not used through out,". The sarrafs and merchant at Ahmadabad 
# 
were dealing in hundis and through the method they financed 
the commercial transactions to a great extent. 
J _ 
1. Mi rat, I, p.411 
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COST OF CREDIT: 
The European companies were always faced v;ith the 
problem pi; financing their trade in India duriao the 17th. 
century. They were premitted only a limited quantity of bullion 
to carry from their countries by their resoectivo Governments 
2 
under the influence of merchantilist tVieory. These restrictions 
liraitted the export of bullions to India. The English attempted 
to sell certain commodities in India and to create a market 
3 4 
for broad cloth. They also obtained goods on barter terms. 
The availability of lar^e c^antities of goods which were in 
demand in foreign markets made the Snglish borrow money at 
interest for investment at Alimadabad. The Dutch were in no 
better positions, Pelsaert informs us that it was difficult 
to buy merchandise at Broach and .nhmadabad during the rainy 
season for want of money that could only be borrowed from 
1. Moreland, From AKbar to Aurangzeb, pp.58-59. 
2. 3al Krishna, Commercial Relations bet'..'een India and England. 
pp.53-56, 
3. The Chief imported goods were comprised of quick silver, 
lead, broad cloth, gold and silver. lii-'I 1618-21, p. 155; 
EFI 1622-23 p.53; EFI 1624-29, pp. 155, 221, 245,' 335. 
^' I^ ett. Rcvd., iv, p. 240; EFI 1624-29, pp. 270, 335 The English 
exchanged lead for sarkhej indigo. 
5. EFI 1622-23, p.233; DFI 1617-23, p.286 for details also see 
Ch-jonerri on Dutch and English factories at Ahmadabaci. 
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the local sarrats at higli rates of interest. But it was not 
always easy for the English to raise loans at Ahmadabad for 
the i^njlish. The sarrafs used to take advantage of the situa-
tion and in 1626 raised the rate of interest from 1 to ik per 
1 
Cent per month. 
When the big sarrafs denied loan to the English, the 
smaller ones im.itated them. In 1540, the English factors at 
Ahmadabad had noticed that following the examnle of tv;o big 
sarrafs, Santidas and Mehidas, the other sarrafs refused to 
2 lend any money to them. In such situation the English factors 
could manage to borrow money only at high interest. In addition 
they had to pledge their gold v/ith the sarr-' f s a^s ;j.jcurity. 
In order to make payment to the sugar merchants, the English 
factors as at Ahmadabad borrowed in 1628 a sum of R3,8,000 at 
an interest of 1-i per cent per month and kept their "^unneas" 
, . - 4 
(a Gujarati Gold coin) in pledge with the sarraj. 
1. Peisaert, pn, 41-42. 
2. EFI 1637-41,p.225. 
3. S?I, 1624-29, p.235. 
4. :.-:PI 1624-29, p.235. 
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The sarrafs used to take advantage of the situation 
when the merchants v/ere in need 'of money and used to give 
- - 1 
coins that were chalani or khazana and had lost much value 
at the usual rate of interest. Repeatedly mention this practice 
as occurring losses at times in 1628 the English factors at 
Ahmadabad had borrowed 1:->,10,000 at the rate of 1 per cent per 
2 - ~ 
month. But they returned Rs.7,000 at the sarraf, as the khazana 
rupees paid to the English factors in loan were reported to 
3 
be acceptable only at a 'great loss' in the market. It seems 
that the sarraf had given Rs.7,000 in old coins, out of the 
total amount of Rs,10,000 declaring all of them to be of full 
value. It was reported in 1634 that the rupees sent from Ahma-
dabad were of inferior quality it have lost weight in usage; 
4 
each rupee fetched one paise less than it standard value. 
1. The Mughal coins were subjected to discount after these 
worn off. Only the freshly- minted coin that was called taza 
sikka was reckoned at full value while the khazino. rupee 
(belonging to previous reign)and chalani (coin OL the same 
reign but of previous years) were accepted at a discount in 
proportion to the loss of metal. 
2. EFI 1624-29, p.215. 
3. Ibid, p.221 • 
4. EFI 1634-36, p.38, 
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The rate of interest in various years on English 
borrowings are tabulated below. 
TABLE - II 
RATE OF INTEREST AT AHMEDAI3/-.D 
Year Amount borrowed 
(in Rs.) 
Rate of interest References, 
per month 
1628 
1628 ^ 
1640 
1647 
1647 
1648 
1658 
10,000 
8,000 
-
-
24,000 
,^ 
1% 
13/16% 
%% 
5/8/o 
EFI 1624-29, p.215. 
EFI 1624-29, p.270. 
EFI 1637-41, p.225. 
EFI 1646-50',p.ll2. 
EFI 16^.6-50, p.129. 
EFI 1655-60, p.163. 
Ibid 
It appears from the table that the interest rate at 
1 
Ahmadabad varied from --^% to l-4?'o per month. The interest seems 
to be highest in 1640 when it was 1^^ a month, however, immediate! 
thereafter there was decline in the rate and remained hereafter 
always less than 1%. This trend of decline in interest rates 
1. See also Irfan Habib, "Usury in Medieval India" Comparative 
Studies in Society and History, Vi-4, July. 1964, p.404. 
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was not limited to Ahmadabad alone, the same tendency-
is noticed in interest rates at almost to all over the Empire 
as well as in Europe, 
1. Shireen Moosvi, Economy of the Mughal Empire p.374. 
CHAPTER - VIII 
TH2 MERC^AJ^TJ ,^NJ 3/.NK1£RS; S.UITIOAS SARU 
At the turn of the 17th. century the commerce of Ahma-
dabad was perhaps mainiy in the hands of the Gujarati merchants 
themselves inspite of the fact thac the "Armenians, Arabians, 
I 
Medes and Persians, Turks and Tatarians" were all tlie tradi-
tional partners in this trade. The Portuguese too by now had 
settled down in this net work more as competitors than opp-
ressive rivals. The 17th. century v^itnessed the aji-.^ earance of 
tvro new competitors some v/liat different in nature and organi-
sation, namely the English and the Dutch. The coming of the 
two west European Companies perhaps did not affect this pattern 
of Gujarat or Ahmadabad trade so tremendously as the enonnous 
information left by them about their activities coloured the 
study of Gujarat trade. The role of the Gujarati merchants was 
2 
over shadowed and a Eurocentrcc viev; prevailed for long, though 
3 
recently a hapriy departure has been made, 
The dominant Dosition held by the Gujarati merchants 
becomes evident from the fact that even for the beginning of 
1 . Do^ATiton, p o . 1 5 1 - 5 2 . 
2 . More l a n d , from ^--kbar t o A u r a n g z e b ; S t e e n s g a a r d , As ian T r a t e 
R e v o l u t i o n of t h e 17tl'i c e n t u r y . 
3 . .-.shin Das Gupta i n C^imbridqe Economic M i s t o r y of I n d i a , I , 
p p . 4 2 8 - 2 9 . 
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the English company's trade in 1612; it was iiot only the Mughal 
authorities alone but four major Gujarati 'nerchants as well 
1 
who were to be involved in agreement." 'rhoir irnoortance was 
recognised and their interests v/ere Sai'e juarded by the Mughal 
r-uthorities. We £"''nd that wewhen the English Sast India Company 
adversely affected the oosition of the Gujarati merchants in 
the Red Sea t r a d e Pr ince IChurrrirn as governor of Gujara t i s sued 
2 
an order prohir-itLnj thus trade. when in 1622 the Dutch 
confiscented the sea borne goods of the Gujarati merchants not 
only they were duly ouaished by the Mughal authority but even 
the English had to pay for this outrb-of?-• 
The English and the Dutch inspite of their superiority 
on t'le seas v;ere still a junior partner in the west Indian trade 
and the stavje was still held by the big Gujarati merchants such 
as virji Vohra of 3urat or Santidas of Ahmadabad. 
To gauge an idea of the position and activities of the 
big Gujarati merch'-ints at Ahmadabad. it might be rewarding to 
make a case study of Jantidas. He has already attracted some 
1. '^I'^l, 1624-29, p.30-
2. 3r. Mus. Add, 405 (Harl Roll 43, A 4 ) . 
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1 
attention from historians. 
The sources ± OT* tlie study of the career of Santidas 
2 ' 3 
are unpublished Sanskrit vrjrse, Jain traditions and a number 
of Kuqhal f arm'ins." 
1. M.3.Commissariat, Jtudies in H'-Stor^ / of Cujarat/ Bombay,, 
19 35; A History of Gujarat vjith a Survey of its llonumQnts 
nnd Inscriptions, Vol, II, Bom.bay, 1907; "Mughal Farm-'^ ns 
in Guiaraty JoiirnJl of t'l'T? University of Sombey, IX-I, July, 
1940/ 
M. Abdulla chaghatai, "A rare Historical Scroll of Shah Jahai 
regin" Journal of the Asiatic society of Pai^ cistan, Vol,XVI, 
No.l, Dwijendra Trinathi, Dy^inamics of a Tradition, De^hi, 
1931. 
2. Jain Aitih"sic Guiar Karya Sanchaya, Ed^ by Shrini.-n din 
Vij ayaji, (iJhavnagar) , Cf. Studies in .history fn. 1, 
p. 55. Jain Aitih^-sic Rasmala, ed. by Moh-^ n lal J. Desai, pp.27; 
'-'Iso Maganlal Vakhatchand' s History of Ahmadabac in Gujarati, 
op. 170-75. cf. dtudies in History of Gujarat, rj.53. 
3. ChintarDuni - prashasti, a poe., in Sanskrit which has not 
yet been published, cf. Studies in History. .. fn. 1, -0,54. 
4. i'l.S.Commissariat, Mughal Fan'nans in Gujarat, JU8, IX-I, 
July, 1940. 
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These sources have been critically examined and 
1 
utilized by commissariat. But the greater -nart ot his career 
2 has been studied throufcfh the Imperial Mughal _farmans. These 
farmans have been preserved by the descendant of Santidas for 
more than three hundred and fifcy years. These docijments are 
3 
now in the possession or the finii of Sheth Anandii Kalyan;i, 
The documents are authentic as a nxirnber of these farra'";ns are 
reproduced in the Mirat-i Ahir.adi as well. Santidas also find 
nientions in the European sources specially English Pactori'' 
Records, The contemporary European travellers like Tavernier, 
Mandelslo and Thevernot reffer hira as a chiet'bania' and mention 
his chintamani temple. 
1. Studies in History of Gujarat/ A History of Gujarat with 
a Survev of its Monuments and Inscriptions, Mughal Farmans 
in Gujarat, Journal of the University of Bomba'/, IX-I, July, 
1940. 
2. These farmans are addressed to the imperial officers of 
Ahmadaoad. 
3. It is a fictitious name of a firm which is governed by the 
leaders of the Jain Community in Western India. This body 
has come into being to manage the affairs of the temples 
sacred to the Jain religion on the hill of 3hatrunj.aya at 
Palitana. The chief authorities of this firm are the des-
cendants of Santidas, M.i). Commissariat, Studies in History 
_£fGujarat, ' , : ,p.^4, fn. nol. 
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The career of Santidas is very fascinating who 
flourished durinj the reigns of Jahangir and Shah Jahan and 
his career closed in the beginning of Aurangzeb's reign. Being 
a great financier/ a master of vast resources and a court 
jeweller, he enjoyed some position at the court of successive 
Mughal rulers. 
It was probably in the last decade of the reign 
of Emperor Akbar that Santidas was b o m in the house of Sahsra 
Kiran/ a scion of the royal Rajput house of Sisodias of Udaipur. 
His ancestors had converted to the Jain faith, a. feat not 
uncom.mon in those days. Sahasra kiran at a very young age had 
taken employment in a Marwari jev/eller's shop as an assistant. 
Gradually from the position of an apnrentice he rose to become 
an expert in that field and married his master's only daughter, 
Sahasra Kiran adopted not only his mentor - fathe^r -in- law's 
occupation but also the last name "Zaveri" or "Jauhari" 
1. For the family of Santidas see M.S. Commissariat, Studies 
in History of Gujarat, po.53-54, 61-62. 
2. Dwijendra Tripathi, Dynamics of a tradition. Dp.11-12. 
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1 
indicating his professionT A title that was passed on to his 
son Santidas. 
Santidas was one of the greatest jewellers of 
Ahmadabad during the 17th. century. As for the reputation 
- 2 
of Santidas. Jayhar i , a se r i es of farm.ms had been issued by 
the Mughal emperors. From these it appears that he was no 
doubt the real founder of the femily fortimes. 
A farman issued by Jahangir in 1522 in which 
"Jawahari" was added to Santidas' name signifying his associa-
3 
tion with jewel business. Similarly in 1627 the finylish factor 
4 
referred to him as "the deceased king's (Jahangir) Jeweller" 
5 
Santidr?is was given royal protection by Jahangir. Being a court 
jeweller Santidas supnlied gifts and rarities to the Mughal couri 
from time to time. 
1. Tripathi, Dynamics of a tradition, p.23. 
2. M..:3. Commissariat, "Mughal Farmans in Gujarat" (hereafter 
as Mughal Farmans • 
3. Com.missariat/ Mughal Farmans..., p. 30 
^" i'^FT 1624-29, p. 189. 
5. Mughal Fannans ,p.30» 
6. Ibid. 
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The career of Sant5-das is also of interest for the students 
of urban history as he is considered to be the first negarsheth 
of the city of Ahmadahad. i\'o contemporary docam.ents strengthen 
Maganlal's assumption by referring to Santidas as the nagar-
s^ ieth. The institution of nr.gari-'.heth during the period if 
existed had not formalised to find inention in contemporary'' 
works and the title of nagarsheth had not definitely been 
conferred u-pon Santidas Jait^hari by^ahangir or any other Mughal 
3 
Smperors. During our period the wealthiest and the most inf-
luencial merchant acted as the leader of the city without having 
any tormal position as such. 
The financial strength of the merchant class and 
the need of its alliance with the state v;as well percieved by 
the Mughal rulers. Thus this cordial relationshin was further 
1. Maganlal Vakhatchand, /^hmadabad no Itlhas in Gujarati, 
r\hmadabad, 1977 (reprint)^ pp.125-127 cf.' Dwi - Jendra 
Tripathi and M.J. Mehta, "Tne Nagar Jheth of Aliinadabad: 
The Mistory of an urban institution in a Gujarat city, 
PIHC, 1978,p.483. 
2. D.Tripathi and M.J. Mehta, p.483. 
3. D.Tripathi and M.J. Kehta, pp.484-85. 
4. Ibid, p.483. 
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carried by Shahjahan v/ r-i he when he ascended the throne in 
1628, Santidas recieved from tlie the emperor gifts of horses 
1 ^ 
and elephants. In one of his farmans Shahjahan mentioned 
Santidas as the "bcopari" (merchant) and a loyal "Jawahari" 
(Jeweller) of the co'^rt. Regarding the immovable assets of 
Santidas in the city of -H.h;nadabad, the farm an malos mention 
of the h-Tvelis (Mansions), Shops and gardens owned by him. 
The farman ordered the administrators of the province that K 
none should, occupy the assets of Santidas and in^itructed that 
there should be no interference in realizing the rents from 
the shops and warns against any molestation of his property. 
In yet another firman shah Jahan reaffirms that the official's 
properties and directs that the entire property possessed by 
Santidas should pass on to his hiers without any interference 
4 
in case of his death. ,. This is indicative of tho fact tha^ the 
'law of escheat' was not emforced in actual practice. 
1. Commissariat, Studies in History of Gujarat, p.54. 
2. The farmara was issued in 1535-36 A.D. '.2nd. Shahriwar, 
.3th. R.Y.) See Mughal farmans,p.31. 
3. Ibid. 
4. This farman was issued in August 1642, Kughal Farmans. 
D.32. 
5 . A t h a r A l l , The Mughal N o b i l i t y Under Aurangzeb , fiombay, 
1968, p p . 6 7 - 6 8 . 
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These documents clearly indicate the 'lOsition 
enjoyed by Santidas at tha Xi^ghal court and Show that the 
Mughal emperors protected the yiersonal and business interests 
of Santidas.Dara Jhikoh too issued a nishan to the same-effect^ 
Being a court jeweller Santidas was supposed to send jewels 
from time to time to the royal court. This is evident from a 
farman of Shah Jahan and a nishan of Prince Dara Shikoh which 
2 
was issue) on 17 Sept. 1664. In this.document Kuizul Knlk at 
Ahmadabad was asked to secure jewels from Santidas and other 
jewellers for the approaching anniversary celebr-'tions of the 
3 
royal accession and the same were to be forwarded to the court. 
As a mark of patronage the emperor conferred a rich robe of 
4 
honour unon Santidas in 16b6. 
Inspite of these, when Santidas neglected his duty 
as a court jeweller and, stopped sending gifts to the court, he 
was warned, and thus on 1st. Sent. 1655 a n-''shan to this effect 
1. The nishan was issue^ on Sept. 26, 1542, see Mughal farmans. 
p.33 
2. See Mughal Farm.ans, p. 34. 
3. Ibid, 
4. See Mughal Farman, p.34. 
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WdS issued by Prince Dara Sliikoh. Again in 1656 when Santidas 
supplied goods v/hich were not u^^ to the mark and to the satis-
faction of the emperor; Shah Jahan warnc-d him 6.-•^ inst thir 
practice. Still the emperor purchased some of these goods, 
and returned the rest to the oijm.ashta (agent) of 3r_^ ,ntidas".' 
Santidas maintained smooth relations wiLh the Mughal 
court by regular supplies of expensive gifts. His other activi-
ties are not definitely known. In the light of Mughal farmans/ 
it appears that Santidai main business activities were rela-
2 
ted to jewel profession. But there are references to indicate 
that he acted as a broker and banker. The English factors 
3 
at one place referred to him as the "Governor's broker" It is 
a well known fact that the brokers vie~:e employed by the E;\rop9an 
merchants for commercial transactions at Ahm.adabad during the 
17th. century. But we do not have any evidence to show that 
Santidas ever worked as a broker for any of the European 
Companies. Being a well - trusted person he worked for the 
l.Ibid, p.43f 
2. For example see Mughal Fa^-mans , pp. 30-60. 
3. .^ FI 1634-36, .p. 314. 
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imperial governors. The English factors referred him ac a 
big shroff (sarraf) in 16407 Vv'e are further inform.ed that 
Santidas lent Rs. 10,000 to the factors of the English East 
2 
India Company at the interest of one percent per month. 
It seems that Santidas also inv-jstad in trade and 
commerce. The English factors report that his goods were lost 
on a ship from Chaul to Diu. So the English were perturbed 
when the dispute arose for the restitution of the loss as he 
3 
was a man of considerable influence at the Muahal Court. 
Santidas being one of the richest Jain business 
magnates, served his com.munity and the faith to the best of 
his ability. In 1621, he built a magnificent Jain temple 
known as 'Chintam.ani temple' in the locality of Blbipura. 
The granduer and imposing structure of this temple has been 
1. JFI 1637-41, p.225' 
2. EFI, 1624-29, p.215. 
3. SFI, 1634-36, pp.196, 259, 314. 
4. Commissariat, Studies in History of Gujarat, p.56, .Now the 
l o c a l i t y i s known as l3araspur. 
-116-
described by contemporary European travellers. In 1645 Prince 
Aurangzeb during his tenure as the subadar of Gujarat conver-
« 
2 
ted this temple into a mosque. 
Santidas appears to have represented his case at 
the Mughal court for soon ^hah Jahan issued a farmon and ins-
~» — — 
true ted Ghairat Khan, the naib -subadar of Gu-'".'rat and other 
« 
officials of the province for restoring the chintamani temple 
which had been converted into a mosque by Prince Aurangzeb, 
3 
He also ordered to mal<:e complete restitution for the ^ damage. 
It shows the religious catholicity of Shah Jahan. 
Santidas being the head of the Jain Community managed 
many of the holy places and Shrines sacred to the Jains. Shah 
Jahan through his farmans granted the temples of Chintamani, 
Satrunja, Sankhesra and Kesari to Santidas as these were in 
the possession of him before Shah Jahan's accession to the 
throne. Santidas was further granted three poshdls at Ahmadaba^ ?., 
1. Thevemot, p.13, Commissariat, MandelslO/ pp.23-25. 
> _ 
2. Mirat, I, p220. This has also been attested by the French 
Traveller Thevenot who visited Ahmadabad in 1665; See Thevenot, 
p.13. 
3. Mughal Farmans ,p,39, 
4. Commissariat, Studies in History of Gujarat, p.60. The sacred 
hill of Palitand in Kathiawar is knov/n by the name of Satrunja; 
The temple of kesharia nath is situated in the village of Dhul-
eva, about 36 miles from the city of Udaipur. 
5. A poshal is a place where a Jain stays when keeping his 
posha vow, one of the four disciplinary vov;s of the Jains, 
commissariat, studies in History of Gujarat p.60 fn. no.4. 
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four at Cambay one each at Surat and Radhanpur. Apart from 
these sacred Jain monuments Santidas acquired raany other such 
places. In Shah Jahan's 30th .l.Y. he obtained a long terra lease 
of the entire village of Shankheshwar in the pargana of Munjpu 
2 
for a sijm of Rs.1/050, And a farman was i s sued in t h i s r e g a r d . 
He was also asked by the Emperor to look after the interests 
of the people .and prosperity of the region; He recieved the 
village of Palitana as an inam, A nishan for the same had been 
4 issued by Prince Murad Sakhsh on 7 Nov. 1656, Though the nxsha 
had been exclusively issued in the name of oantidas but it 
also statc;d that "the people of the adjoining places m.ay come 
there for pilgrimaje (tirtha) with peace of heartV This villag 
was held by Santidas as altamqha Jagir. He is also known to 
have maintained "pinjarapoles" or Veterinary hospitals in diff-
7 
erent parts of Gujarat like Surat, Cambay and Radhanpur, 
1, Mughal Farmans ,pp 44^46. 
2, Ibid, 
3, Mughal Farmans / pp. 44,46. 
4, Commissariat, Studies in History of Gujarat; p.65. 
5, Ibid. 
6, Commissariat, Studies in History of Gujarat p.66; Santidas 
offered two lakh dams as peshkash for the same. 
7, Tripathi, Dynamics of a tradition, p.27. 
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-fipart from these acquisitions of religious nature, 
Santidos amassed huge assets and wealth of m'.iadane utility. 
These included o tract of land comprising thirty bighas in 
Asarva village granted to him l;y Shah Jahan as i'. i'"; The fact 
tViat the village was situated in the haveli -oargana of Ahmada-
2 bad, had an added importance. He bought a haveli at Ahmadabad 
belonging to the state for Rs,6000, the highest price paid by 
any one for the building^' Santidas gifted houses to his heirs 
which were built in the different localities of the city of 
Ahmadabad. 
Another very interesting evidence about his property 
in the city of Ahmadabad is fortticoming from a Hiba -'Jama (gift 
deed) he made in favour of his sons and daughter, Chaghatai 
has reproduced this docament and has also offered a summary 
4 
translation as well. Ho'wever, the document is important enoua '. 
1. Mughal Farmans ^po. 37-38. . 
2. Mughal Farmans /Pp. 37-38. 
3. Ibid, Dn.34-35, Some one represented to the court that the 
price of the haveli was under estimated on this t"' e offi-
ci-3l3 inciiarge verified, it was found that the highest bid 
was only offered by Santidas. 
4. M.Abdulla Chaghatai, "A Rare Historical Scroll of Shah Jahan 
Reign", JASP, Vol. XVI, L^^^; April •1971, oio.cit., Dn. 63-7. 
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to be delt with thoroughly. Moreover, Chaghatai's translation 
is not only incomplete.but also suffers from a number of lacu-
nae that have crept in ov;ing to his inaccurate c. ^ cipherment 
at places. Chaghatai's inept decipherment has led him to belive 
that the document relates to a single house gifted to only one 
son which is indeed v;rong. The deed in fact relates to the 
c^ ift of five houses, one house-cum shop and one plot of land 
situated in more than one localities that was madfe"'to hisi two 
sons Manik Chand and Lalchi Chand and daughter Manik Bai, He 
also did not touch upon the lay-out drawn on the document at 
all. So I have attempted in this paper a fresh translation in 
full including the details of lay-outs. (See Appendix-B). 
The deed also cont:-.insan entry in Gujarati, It is 
very blurred in the reproduction in JASP, however, whatever 
oortion of it could be deciphered suggests that it is authe-
tication which was being signed by five witness along with 
the owner and Manik Chand, The date is also given but is not 
readable. ' 
A close examination of the deed as well as the 
lay-outs provide us some inter^jstinj infoirmation not only about 
the property of Santidas but also about the middle class housin 
in the 17th century Ahmadabad. 
-120-
The plan of these hoises (given on the next page) 
suggests that all of these wore certuinly not purchased by 
S:-ntidas for his personal use. Liome of thv3se were certainly 
for the purpose giving out at rent. 
I have offered in Appendix A a translation of the 
deed; a description of the property based on it is given in 
Appendix B, 
Santidas had. many buildings hired out on rents.This 
is clear froRi farmans of Shah Jahan in which the nrovincial 
officials are instructed to help Santidas in collecting rents 
1 
trom the defaulter tenants. 
Santidas's enterpreneurial success owed much to his 
organizational capabilities backed by imperial aupnort. When 
the war of succession started and Shah Jahan was put into the 
prison, Santidas was quite perturbed, flis brot'^ -er and sons had 
given a loan of Rs. 5,50,000 to Kurad Bakhsh to finance hini in 
tVie war of succession. Regarding the repayment of the. loan, 
-lurad Bakhsh directed Mutciinad Khan, the Subadar of Gujarat that 
the return of the loan be made out from the revenues received 
for the kharif crop and from other specified parganas in Gujarat' 
Mirat-i Ahmadi also bears teslimony to this farman and gives 
detail parqana and port wise break-up for the renayr;^ .-nt of the 
loan which is as follows: 
1. yiughal Farmans p. 35-36. 
2. Mughal Farmans p.47-48. 
Plan of Santidas's property in Ahmadabod 
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"e . Topsok with roof • 
w. Double storeyed.topsok with roof 
f. Topsok with roof or»d mohtobl 
g. Room with roof ond mohtobi 
h. Abdor khono 
i. KondhI tree 
j Courlyord 
k. Door-step 
t. Exiernol verondoh 
m, Dheri 
n. Dheri with roof 
o. Smoll room 
p. Toonko 
q. Porch with roof 
r. Dheri with roof and mohtab! • •• 
s. Kitchen 
t . Dheri on roof double sloreyed, 
o. Holl shop with roof 
z. A plot of land meosuri'ng 100 yards 
V. . Kitchen w/th roof 
- 1 2 1 -
S u r a t , 1 , 5 0 , 0 0 0 jnapees 
Khambayat 1 , 00 ,000 
(Cambay) 
Pargana Petlaa 1,00,000 ' " 
Pargana Dholka 75,000 
Pargana Bharuch 50,000 
P a r g a n a Vir'arngam 4 5 , 0 0 0 " 
tfair.ak S a r ( S a l t re: j ion): 30 ,000 
5 ,5 0 ,000 Rupees . 
The order clearly indicates that the son of Santidas 
should be paid first and his parhrors and other relatives 
1 _ 
after wards. The farnian issued by Murad Bakhsh did not carry 
any weight wowing to his arrest after four days from the date 
2 
of issue by victorious Aurang?;eb. 
Inspite of all the api-'rehensions Auranjzeb showed 
all courtsey to Santidas and issued a farm.:'n on 10th Aug, 1658 
1. Kirat, I, pp.238-239. 
2. Ibid, pr).236-237. 
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directing Rehmat Khan, the diwan for the repayment of the 
loan of 5 lakh and 50 thouS:^nd rupees that Murad Bakhsh had 
taken at Ahmadabad. The emperor granted the sum of one lakh 
of rupees from the royal treasury to Sanfidas, In this conne-
ction a farrfian was also issued to Shah Nav;az Khan, the Subadar 
t>iat a sum of Rs.One lakh should be given to Santidas with out 
delay and hesitation. 
There is also a farman issued on the same date as 
the above in which Aurangzeb directed the officials and muta-
saddis of t?ie province of Gujarat to give better treatment 
to Santidas as he was "the old servant of the court" and assist 
him in his financial dealings. The farman further asked the 
mahajans and inhabitants of Ahmadabad to pursue thei business 
1 
as usual.. The mere fact that the message of good will of the 
emperor is being conveyed through the Jeweller-merchant further 
testifies to his high commercial and social position in the 
city of Ahmadabad. 
Santidas maintained his important position even 
under Aurangzeb. Aurangzeb issued a farman dated 30 Jan. 1659 
within six months of his accession in favour of Lakshmichand/ 
the son of Santidas. The farman enjoined the officials of the 
1. Mughal Farmans ^ pp. 50-51. 
2. Mughal Farmans pp.51-52. 
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pr.^vince to help Lakshmichand in collecting his dues from the 
1 
agents and other concerned persons after its verification. 
Whatever might have been Aurarigzeb's relation with 
the jeweller- merchant during his tenure as the S~ibadar of 
Gujarat, he changed his attitude, towards Santidas after scen-
ding the throne . Aurangzeb repored full confidence in him. 
It is attested by a farman issued on 12th March 1660. Aurangzeb 
acknowledged the services rendered by Sant^das to hir; army durin 
the war of Succession. And that is why the emperor not only 
confirrned the grants of the bill and temples of Shatrunjaya, 
but also granted him the bill of Girnar near Junagadh and 
2 
the hill of Abuji which were under the raja of Sirohi. 
Santidas had an eventful and successful career. He 
left behind him a great fortune to his heirs who in turn carried 
the tradition brilliantly. Santidas died on the 5th Oct. 1659 
3 
according to the Jain sources, but the last Mughal'farman i 
4 issued m his name bore the date 12th March 1660. It seems 
1. Mughal Rarmans , p.53. 
2. Mughal Farrnans /p.54. 
3.. Commissariat, Studies in I-Iistory of Gujarat, p. 75, 
4. Ibid. 
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that the information of his death could not have reached 
to the Mughal court by the time. 
1. Ibid. 
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APPENDIX-A 
THE TEXT OF HIBAK^AMA (GIPT DOCUMENT) 
« 
Both the parties are present in the court. With the 
endowment and acceptance of the endowed property, as well as 
its possession as per details recorded therein, have ratified 
and they have also sancromoniously recognised them. 
The object of submission of this writing, by appearing 
before the exalted court of the city of Ahmadabad, which may 
God protect from calamities and ill-happenings by Muti-ul Islam 
(devotee to Islam) Santi Das son of Sahasra Kiran son of Buchcha 
Jauhari who agrees and acknowledges that one storeyed house 
(yek manzil Khana; consisting of two chambers with a tapsak-
2 
terrace chhendi (cell) having roofs over them.; one court-yard 
with one room which stands on the north with roof; a kitchen 
with roof including a Mahtabi (upper verandah) over it. The 
water repository of the house is (situated) on the roof, and 
1. It has been misread as "turk khana" by M A Chaghtai in 
the entire text. 
2. A Gujarati term meaning stable. 
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on the very roof stands the Mahtabi.There is a terrace-divided 
into two parts on the roof; one is used as taank^ and the 
other as dahleez (outer verandah). Another terrace beyond the 
dahleez on the roof; this roof stands on the roof-top of the 
Mahtabi. And two rooms stand adjacent to the court-yard built 
of fire-baked bricks, timber beams and mud. Within the walls 
of the city cited above is situated the Haveli of Jauhar-wara, 
a quarter knowm as the Jawahar pol, which is surrounded by 
four sides as under: 
East:- Partly just near the Abchak Khana (drain of the house) 
of Manik Chand, son of Muti-ul Islam (Devotee of Islam) Santidas, 
which this endower has endowed to him, has a common wall and 
drain with a verandah falling this side, partly common betwen 
us. The roof which is also common, (between us) partly the 
house adjacent to the drain belongs to the endower Santidas, 
West;- . Adjacent to the thorough fare and the Abchak Khana 
(drain), with the boundaries tov/ards the gate-way. 
South:- Partly common, and partly adjacent to the house of 
Santidas, the endower, with a common wall. Partly adjacent 
with the house of Hem Chand, son of Santidas, already endowed 
1, water tank (Guiarati) 
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to him/ with a common wall in between (the houses), partly 
adjacant to the tomb and the thorough fare. 
North;- Some parts of the house just adjacent to the house 
of Manik Chand, already endowed; the middle wall is common 
and partly adjacent to it is also common to both. 
The double storeyed house, adjoining each other. 
The walls being of fire-baked bricks (khisfat-i pukhta), wooden 
beaiTis and logs and baked lime (surkhi) covered with the mud 
plaster. The above Haveli is situated in Mohalla NikapUr as 
detailed below: 
The first house consists of a room with a balcony, 
tapsak (terrace) including the Kahtabi roof, a court yard,a 
dheri" " with a balcony, a roofed porch; two roofed 
room, a pansal^ . with a roof, a court yard, 
a well, a kitchen, a water sotor of room, three other tooms 
with roofs in a row; a dheri with celing and 
on it stands a room with ceilings. 
1, A small private temple usually for family worship. 
2, The meaning of the word is rather obscure. In Gujarati usage 
it means interior of a house. 
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Second house consists of two terraced rooms, a 
tapsak ceiling with a roof-top, and the other with a balcony, 
a court yard with a small room and another tapsak with a .. 
balcony and, small room. One tapsak v.dth a balcony on the 
southern side with a dherl^ court-yard, a room and on the . 
eastern side with a verandah. These two houses are adjacent 
to one another with the following boundaries: 
East;- Partly adjacent to the house of Manik Chand son of 
Santidas, the endower who has already endowed it to him. The 
middle wall is common. Partly adjacent to the house of Manik 
Chand according to the above details. The middle wall towards 
dahri (?) is common. 
2 
VJest;- Adjacent to the house of Ratan Jiv son of Manik Chand 
already endowed to him by Santidas. The middle wall is common. 
1, The transcriber M. Abdulla Chaghtai records it differently 
at different places like Dehri, Dhurl, Dahri. It appears 
dheri" ( a small private temple for the family) . 
2. The transcriber M. Abdulla Chaghtai reads it 'Atanji' walad 
Manik Chand. In the text if is Ratan Jiv bin Manik Chand. 
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South;- Partly adjacent to the house of above named Manik 
Chand as per above cited detar.ls, the middle wall being common. 
Partly adjoining the house of Thakursi son of Badridas. The 
abchak (drain) of the other house falls this side. Partly 
adjoining the Havell of Austin- the English" The middle wall 
of the two houses belongs to the first house and partly to 
above mentioned Ratan Jiv as per details given above with the 
drain of the above mentioned house also falling this side. 
North; - Partly a common thorough faro adjacent without roof 
and the drainage. The above mentioned ij.ODer storeyed building 
consists of two houses within it. Partly it is adjacent to 
the drain and the house of Manik Chand son of Santidas, the 
endower v/ho has already endowed it to the above named Manik 
Chand. The middle wall is common; one storeyed house consisting 
of two roof.'S, two tapsaks, a court yard with boundary walls 
built of fire baked bricks, logs and wooden beams, are mud 
plastered, is situated in Mohalla Lankaouri with the following 
details: 
East:- Adjoining the court yard and rooms of(the house of) 
Muti-ul Islam Santidas, the writer. 
1. M.A.Chaghtai reads it Astin Das Angrezi. 
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West:- Adjoining the wall of the house ov;ned-by Sainrat son 
1 • 2 
of Sirat Chand Baqqal, 
South; Adjoining the common thoroughfare without ?roofings 
and drainage. The afore mentioned roofed house with the quoted 
bound.aries belonged to Sarnrat. 
?N?orth:- Partly adjacent to the land of abche.k (drain) of the 
3 
houses of Musammat Manik Bali daughter of Savitidas, the writer, 
has already endowed it to her. There is one storeyed house with 
a porch; a room, tapsak, a court yard and oaiqah (stair-case) 
and a dahlees (verandah) along with a paigah (stair-case), and 
wall made of kiln-baked bricks, wooden beams, logs and mud 
plaster. This is within the limits of the Haveli of the Jauhari 
(Haveli Jauhari). It is near mohalla Kunhari, with the following 
details of its boundaries: 
1. M.A. Chaghtai has read it Sirap. 
2. Chaghtai deciphers it gal. 
3. Chaghatai reads it Manik Chand Bati, seems to be incorrect. 
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1 
East:- Partly adioinin.-j the posal (?) of the Hindus and 
partly adjacent to the passage of the residents of the Mohalla. 
The abchak and paigah are situated on this side and some 
p a r t s of i t i s owned by Sundar son of Bardman (VardhTian)Daqqal. 
The middle wall falls within the boundaries of the house. 
West;- Some parts adjoining the dahleez (outer vcrandha) 
of the house posses-3:ed by the said Sundar; middle wall belongs 
to the above mentioned house. Besides, there is common passage 
and partly adjacent to the private apartment owned by Raghudas, 
Gulal Chand and sons of Dagjiv Daqqal. The middle wall is commor 
South:- Partly adjoining the house possessed by the afore 
mentioned Sundar. The abchak of the house falls towards this 
side. The above cited abchak and the wall of the other door of 
the room concerns him. Partly the oassage is common. 
North;- Partly adjacent to the road of the mohalla (Rah ahl>-i 
mohalla), the drain, the abchak, the verandah along with the 
foot-steps of the house falls in-this direction and partly on 
1. A poshal is a place v/here a Jain stays when keeping his 
posna vovj, one of the four disciplinary vows of the Jains 
(Cf. Sanskrit, Uposhatha-shata), fn, 4, Studies in History., 
op.cit., p.60. 
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the land of the oosal of the Hindus. 
The one storeyed house consisting of two rooms, 
with coiling, two tapsaXs, a court yard, another room with 
roof facing each room as quoted above. Near the other room 
(is situated) within abdar khana, stands a kondhi tree. Simi-
larly a room adjacent to room of the abdar khana with building 
with wall constructed of kiln-baked bricks and wooden logs 
with mud plaster. This house is in the Haveli of >Jauhariwar near 
the Gothari Pol with the following details: 
East:- Some oortions adjoining the drain of the house of 
the deceased Krisi(?) Baqqal inhierited by Askaran son of Rai 
Karan Baqqal, has been mortgaged. Partly adjacent to the land 
of the abchak of the house of the said krisi(?) which he 
inherited has been mortgaged to- Ronjiv Baqqal. 
West;- Partly adjacent to' the common passage and the drain 
of the house, falls this side. 
South:- Partly adjacent to the house possessed by Nalqa son 
of Bagjiv Baqqal. The middle wall is common. Partly the passage 
is common and similarly the main door and the drain. A portion 
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also adjoins the house possessed by Jhaka (?) and Dhuji(?) 
sons of Kalyan Baqqal. The middle wall "is common. 
North;- Partly adjacent to the posal of Raj Biji (Vijay?) 
3ur and the other wall belongs to the above mentioned heuse. 
There is also the wall of the house of Kara Baqqal, the dec-
eased, which he had mortgaged to Ganesh son of Bagjiv Baqqal. 
Half of the shop door is roofed and the walls constructed of 
kiln-baked bricks, becirns and wooden logs d'aly plastered with 
mud, which is situated within the walls of the above named 
city. The Haveli of Manik Chand which stands near the tomb 
of late Sultan Ahmad has the boundaries as under: 
East:- Adjacent to the main road, the door and the drain. 
VJest:- Adjacent to the Kitchen of the tomb of the late Sultan 
Ahniad. Half of the drain of the shop falls in this direction. 
South:- Adjacent to the shoo possessed by Paswir son of Dev 
Dutt Baqqal. The middle wall made of bricks and plank is common, 
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North;- Adjacent to the shop in the possession of Indraji 
son of Arjun Baqqal. A piece of land measured by carpenters' 
yard is hundred yards. It is situated in the vicinity of the 
said city in the Haveli of Jauharidar near Jauhari Pol, The 
details of the boundaries are: 
East:- Partly adjoining the land of bath room, which is 
common. In the land with the limits of the house are the 
residence of Ranchhor, Lakhi Chand, Manik Chand, Hem Chand, 
and Malik Kam Diwan of the writer, Santidas. A part adjoins 
the courtyard of the house of Muti-ul Islam Jantidas, 
West:- Adjacent to the land of fard khana (place for the 
stranger) of Ratanji son of Santidas, petitioner which has, 
already been endowed by Santidas to him (Ratanji), 
South:- Adjacent to the courtyard of the house of Santidas, 
the endov;er. Partly adjacent to the land of Ratanji son of 
Santidas- which the petitioner has already endowed. 
North;- Adjacent to the comm.on passaye, the door and the drain, 
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The property end the rights attached to it were in 
my hands which I had bought with my own money. After purchasing 
the Buildings I got them renovated with my own money for my 
own residence. Now I am giving all the houses and half of the 
shops and land with the boundaries already cited abov^, trans-
ferring all the internal and external rights which I have been 
enjoying on these properties so far along with four thousand 
two hundred and fifty /^ >ima::abadi runees in cash, gold wares 
valuing at three thousand rupees, silver wares worth two thousand 
rupees and other equipments of copper weighing two Shajahani 
maunds. Brass utensils weighing two Shahjahani maunds, and 
the utensils of zinc weighing one Shah jahani maund have been 
endowed to my son Lakhi Chand, and, transfer all these property 
in bis charge (possession). According to the Sancrimonious 
law, he took the possession of the same. .My son Lakhi Chand 
took the possession of the properties endowed by me i.e. the 
houses, half of the shops, the land, the cash mentioned. Gold, 
Silver, Copper, Bronze and Zinc utensils. The above mentioned 
6 
Lakhi Chand, hereafter as per shariat law, and the endowment, 
became owner of all the above mentioned properties. Hereafter 
-.1.36-
it is not be fitting me to clainn rights over any one of the 
properties. If i claim that should be treated as a false 
claim. Lakhi Chand on whom these gifts have been given, was 
present and accepted the endowment from me, and (also) ack-
nowledged the receipt and having possessed all the properties 
as detailed above. Avd. before making this endowment, two 
persons Raghudas son of Bagjiv son of Sripal and Ratan Chand 
son of Harjiv son of Jansraj had already notified it in the 
•shara court. Dated 1st Rabil, 1067 A.H. 
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APPENDIX-B 
A: This house from its size apnea'S rather small in 
contrast to the large size of other house-s mentio~ned in the 
gift deed. It can be safely concluded that it was meant for a 
moderate living. 
The house comiirised of two rooms; the doors of 
which opened in a ver mdah or terrace case (tapsak). There 
was a modest courtyard in the east. 
B: The house is a dohble storeyed one with an accessible 
roof-top. It has traditional quarters of Indian houses leading 
to the main entrance and also used as a place for leisurely 
squatting. 
The plan of this house indicating connection with 
a thorough-fare suggests that the main entrance was in the Vv'est. 
The m.ain door opened into dheori . which in turn led,into a 
room through a door fixed in the eastern wall. Another door 
again in the eastern wall of this room, opened into the court-
yard. The door in the northern wall gave aceess to the taosak 
(terrace) or the verandah. Here one finds two entrances; one in 
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the West leaving to two different equal sized living rooms, 
To the opposite of the entrance of these two room lied the door 
in the eastern wall. This door led into the courtyard. There 
v;as a room in the north of the courtyard and a kitchen in the 
South and an unidentified structure adjacent to it. Both the 
kitchen and the living room could be reached through the doors 
facing the courtyard. 
Owing to the blurdness of the document in reproduction 
it is difficult to locate the door.in the eastern wall of the 
courtyard, but tew prominent dots on the somewhat hazy line 
suggests the existence of doors. It led to the 'eastern most 
room of the house with an opening in the extreme e^ -istern wall 
adjacent to it, in the southern direction was another retangular 
room with an em:ranee from the east. 
C: The plan of this house depicts a magnificient stru-
cture than the other two which have already been described. THis 
is also a double storeyed construction showing a similar stru-
ctures such as the Mahtabi. 
The houS'^ has four courtyards, some leadin ,; to stair-
case or verandahs while others accomodated kitchen and room to 
store water 9(Abdar khana). There are either six terraces 'or 
verandahs depending upon the correct rendering of the word tapsak. 
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The number of rooms in this house was twelve, 
These are of various sizes. Out of these, two are super 
imposed with the Mahtabi. The house at its main northern 
entrance had an entrance through the traditional dehleez 
(outer verandah). It is surorising that inspite of its 
extensive structure, the house is not having a bath-room or 
any structure which could be used for bathing nurposes. 
D: This house has an entrance in the north. The 
main entrance leads into a dahleez which also quarters the 
paigah To the north of this lies a courtyard which is 
surrounded by two rooms in the South-east and the South-West 
direction. Though the rooms are adjacent to each other but 
open to different entrances into two separated taris-.a''< (vera-
ndah) . 
Attached to the oouth of the block D, we also 
find the signs of a half gate of the double storeyed shop. 
E: This house has an elongated courtyard running 
North-South. On its either side were construct^^d a series 
of rooms. On the eastern side were three rooms in which the 
room located in the North-East was either double storeyed 
or has a terrace on the western side of the courtyard? 
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there are two tapsaks (verandah or stair-case?) which in turn 
lead into two different rooms through doors in the 'Western wall 
of the tapsak. 
F: This is simply a plot of Innd measuring 100 yeards 
in the South of the house, which appears as .71 part of the 
13lock E. 
A significant feature in all the houses is lack 
of any type of lavor^tory or facilities for toilet, f^ one of 
the housos has ny lav;ns or gardens attached to them. The 
description in the deed suggests that perhaps all of these 
were in quite thickly oopulated parts of the tov;!i. The small 
house with a shop at the ground floor suggest the type of merch-
ant housing as Bernier has noticed in Delhi, that is the 
trading-cum- residing house above his shqp, in congested markets; 
1, Francis Bernier/ Travels in the Mogul Emnire 1656-68, tr. 
on the basis of Irving Brock's version by A. Constable, with 
notes, 2nd edition revised by VA Smith, London, 1916;p.245, 
CHAPTER IX 
THE ENGLIJli AlsTD DUTCH COMPANIES 
At the/of the 16th. century the commerce of Ahmadabad 
was caffied out mainly by the Gujarati merchants theselves and 
by the Armenians and Persians. Even the ripples cjiused by the 
appearance of the Portuguese in the beginning of the century 
had subsided by now and the Portuguese share in trade was by 
now hardlv significaht and was almost limited to taxing of traded 
In fact the Portuguese intereference provided a further apportu-
nity to the Gujarati merchants since the Portuguese disfrubed 
and partly removed the Arab merchants from this region." 
However the 17th. century witnessed new com.petitions in 
the form of coming OL the two west European trading companies. 
Niel steens gaard has argued that the participation of these 
two companies in Asian trade effected tremendous changes and 
the differences introduced in the structure of trade by 1620's 
were so far reaching that it brought about according to him an 
.^. Ashin Das Gupta, in Cambridge Economic History^ I, 
pn.427-30. 
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1 
'Asiatic Trade Revolution', 
However this concept of a 'Revolution in Asiatic trade' 
2 
seems quite debatable and has already been challenged. The whole 
interpretation is solely Euro- Centric and SteensCgaards has 
neglected the Gujarati merchants' share in the trade altogether/ 
assigning excessive importance to the fall of Hormuz and defeat 
of the Portuguese by the English in alliance with the Persian, 
It seems worth while to study the activities of the 
West European Companies at Ahmadaoad to gain an idea about their 
share in trade and the tactics they applied and the difficulties 
they caced and how they tried to over come them. 
THE ENGLISH EAST INDIA COMP/vNY: 
The English appeared for the first time in Surat in 1608 
for trading purposes; and they were resisted by the Portuguese 
fiercely. After a fierce struggle with Portuguese the English 
1. Niels Steensgaard, Asian Trade Revolution of the Seventeenth 
Century, Chicago, 19 74, 
2. Shireen Moosvi, "The Silver Influx, Money supply, prices and 
revenue extraction in Mughal India,' JESHO, XXVIII -
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had manage to get a foot-hold in Surat due to their naval 
strength. 
The English always tried to seek ultra commercial, 
diplomatic priveleges; and demanded trade concessions from 
the Mughals. They right from the outset tried to seek special 
previleges and treatment not as a simple m.erchant group but 
as a represenrative of the English nation, a position not 
1 
tenable as far as the Mughal administration was concerned. 
They were to trade in the region as any other merchant or 
group of merchants did. 
2 
The English opened their factory at Ahmadabad in 1612. 
The imperative to establish a factory at Ahmadabad was owing 
to the availability of indigo, textiles, saltpetre and sujar etc, 
at Aamadabad, The major tempatation of the English at Ahmadabad 
was perhaps sarkhej indigo as the Dutch were buying much of 
3 
Biana indigo at Agra. The English trade in indigo was substan-
tial which will be seem later in this chapter. Ahmadabad factory 
was subordinate to the Surat factory where the President and his 
4 
council resided. But the Canibay factory was under Ahmadabad which 
was made independent in 1621. 
1. Their attitude is evident from the demands and actions of 
Thomas Roe and Hawkins; William Hawkins in Early Traigels, 
„ jt^D 112-117, for Thomas Roe-see Purchase, IV, PD. 437,442,446, 
• 462-467. 
2. Lett. Rcvd. I, p.235. 
3. Pelsaert, p.18. 
4. DFI 1617-23, D.131. Fryer, I, p.220' 
5- i:^FI 1613-21, p.234 see also DFI 1617-23,p. 16. 
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Thomas Best recorded in 1612 that the English had an 
1 
'agreemant' with the governors of Surat and Ahmadabad along 
with four leading merchants for establishing factories in the 
2 
different cities of Gujarat tor commercial transactions. Similarl; 
the English factors in 1624 inform, us that they had an 'agreement 
with the governor of Surat and merchants to trade in different 
parts of the empire and in the commodities they liked except 
coral. Coral trade was prohibited for the English for one year. 
•'A contract of peace made with Mr. Rastell, Captain of the 
English nation, which we for the future do oblige overselves 
exactly to observe. 1, It is afred that the English shall freely 
trade their pleasure in the ports of Surat, Cambay, Baroch, 
Goga, Bengala, Scynda, and in other the cities of the Kings 
dominions, and that they shall have liberty to import and export 
all sorts of goods, excepting curral for one year, we promising 
not to cpaestion them either touching the quantity or time, be 
1. The English generally designated the mutasaddi of surat as 
governor, 
2. Purchase, iv, p.125' 
3. SFI 1624-29, pp.27-28,30„ 
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it silver or gold or any other goods what soever they shall 
export from Hindustan for their own country/'^ 
It seems that these reportings of the English are not 
accurate and are not in keeping with the established administ-
rative practices of the Mughal administration. Firstly the 
desijnation of 'governor' is in variably used by them for various 
adininistrative officials. Secondly the local authorities and 
merchants of Gujarat were certainly not competent to give conce-
ssion to the English bearing far reaching consequences not only 
in Gujarat but also in Bengal and sind. This loose reportiiig 
was either owing to their confusion or a willful attempt of 
the English factors to show their efficiency and to please 
their superiors in London. 
The English East India Company was not confining its 
activities to Indo-European trade but on a large scale started 
participating in Red Sea trade. The South Eastern Asiatic trade 
was already taken over by the Portuguese and the Dutch. The 
participation in the Red Sea trade obviously started disturbing 
Ibid. 
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the existing pattern of trade and adversely affected the 
Gujarati merchants. The Gujarati merchants were not ready-
to loose the lucrative Red Sea trade easily and complained to 
the Mughal authorities. On the request of the local merchants. 
Prince Khurram the then governor of Gujarati in 1619 issued a 
nishan to the officers of Sur'at prohibiting Red - Sea trade 
and trade in coral for the English;^ 
The English faced very stiff opposition from the Portu-
guese right from the beginning in Gujarat. The English detained 
Portuguese frigates bound for Daman, many articles were stolen 
from them, for which compensation amounting to over Rs, 1,800 by 
2 
the English had to be paid when the vessels were relecised. The 
English found it difficult to trade at Ahmadabad without having 
amicable relations with the Portuguese. As the English pointed 
out to Saif Khan, the governor in 1635, that the English were 
allowed to land and embark their goods at Cambay; and a truce 
3 
had been arranged with the Portuguese to the sam.e effect. Again 
in 1636, the English president at Surat emphasized the need of 
peaceful and cordial relation with the Portuguese to carry a 
1. Br. Mus. MS. Add.405 (Harl Roll 43, A-4) cf. Farhat Hasan 
"Two official Documents of Jahangir's Reign Relating to the 
English East India Company^ paper presented at the PIHC, 
Amritsar, 1985. (cyclostyled.) 
2. EFI 1634-36, p.3 . 
3. .Efl 1634-36, p.116, 
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variety of cotton yarn at Ahmadabad. 
Sarkhej near Ahmadabad produced the finest qijality of 
2 
mdigo in Gujarat. I t was a commodity of prime importance for 
the English at Ahmadabad. In 1514 Downton observed that at 
Sarkhej so much indigo was available that four ships of it 
3 
could be carried. The English exported indigo generally to 
4 
Basra and England. The English bought 1175 fardles or about 
5,000 maunds of indigo in the first half of 1617. The Dutch 
factor reported in 1617 that the English bought 1,300 packets 
of sarkhej indigo. They bought.1,000 packets of indigo from 
7 
Ahmadabad in 1619. In 1620 the English exported 1,300 bales 
Q 
of Sarkhej indigo to England in one ship. In Nov. 1621 the English 
1. EFI 1642-45, p.136. 
2. Purchas^ . iv, p. 261; Jourdain, o.l72; Lett. Rcvd; I, nr).278, 
232, 324. 
3. Downton, p.176, see also Lett. Rcvd; ii, p.214. 
4. EFI 1637-41, p.232; EFI 1651-54, p.56, 
5. Lett. Rcvd. V, p. 133; also cf. Surendra GopaJ., Commerce and 
crafts in Gujarat, p.197; A fardle was slightly above 4 
man -i- Akbari, Irfan Habib, Agrarian System of Mughal India, 
p.378. 
6. DPI 1617-23, p.61. 
7. Ibid, p.82' 
8. Ibid, p.136 » 
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secured 9,000 maunds of indigo in Ahrnadabad. In 1622 the English 
2 had stocks of about 4,5 million lbs of Sarkhej indigo. In January 
1623 the English had bought 7000 maunds of indigo at Sarkhej 
3 
and 1000 maunds at Ahmadabad. Again in 1623 they had already 
despatched 4784 maunds to Surat and hoped to send the remaining 
4 quantity of 8,000 maunds at the earliest. The English factors 
decided to buy nearly 1,200 fardles of indigo and also had an 
5 
agreement to buy 2,500 fardles more in Dec.1623. 
The Dutch factor reported that Sarkhej indigo was bought 
by"the English, Portuguese, Armenians, Muslims, Persians and 
Jews". But the English faced severe competition from the Dutch 
7 
during the major part of the 17th. century in this trade. The 
English also exported saltpetre from Ahmadabad. The Dutch were 
the rivals of English in this trade as well during our period. 
1.' EFI, 1618-21, p.329. 
2. DFI 1617-23, p.192; The quantity of indigo acquired by the 
jihglish as reported by the Dutch factors is too great to be 
believed. It is certainly an exaggeration. 
3. EFI, 1622-23, p.181. 
4. Ibid, p.185-
5. gPI 1622-23, pp.330-31; for details of volume of indigo 
exported from Ahmadabad see also chapter on Indigo. 
6. DFI 1617-23, p.136. 
7. EFI 162 2-2 3, DD.3 31-32; EFI 1634-36, op.73; 142; EFI 1637-41, 
p.Ill; EFI 1642-45,p.163. 
S« EFI 1624-29,DP.73;90, 215, 246; EFI 16j46-'^ _0, pp.112, 127, 
156-57.EFI~ 1651-54, o.ll9; The En^gTIsh "aTso exported and 
~imported other various commodities in Ahmadabad market, for 
details see chapter VI on commerce in other commodities. 
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Ahmadabad factory was very important for the English. 
In 1625 the English estimated their invest^ rient in Ahrnadabad 
for various goods to be exported to England as 187,039 mahrrudls« 
A letter of 1640 reports that " Ahrnadabad this year furnished 
the greatest part of returns" on the English East India Company's 
2 
trade in India. In 1644 Surat factory had sent Rs.180,000 to 
3 
Ahrnadabad factory for investment. The trade at Ahmadabad was 
so profitable for the English that they had to borrow money in 
the local market to augument their investments. In 1623 the 
4 
English factors had borrowed Rs.9,869. In 1628 the English fac-
tors at Ahrnadabad borrowed from Santidas Rs. 10,000. Again in 
the same year the English factor had taken Rs.8,000 on loans. 
7 
The deb t s due t o Ahrnadabad fac to ry was Rs. 24,499 in 1629. The 
Ahrnadabad factory was also used for routing of finances to 
1. EFI, 1624-29, pp.92-93. 
2. B.G.Gokhale, "Ahrnadabad in the 17th. century", p.194, 
3. EFI; 1642-45, p.210-
4. EPI; 1622-23,p.283c 
5. S?I, 1624-29, p.215* ' 
6. Ibid, p.270. 
7. Ibid, p.270. 
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other centres such as Cambay, Jind and Agra^ 
The famine of 1630-32 considerably affected the commer-
cial activities of the merchants at /ihmadabad. The m.anufacture 
had come to a standstill owin3 to the scarcity of material, 
labour and food grains. As the L':nglish factors recorded in 1630 
that "Indigo and calicoes were not necessities and the rates at 
which they could comoete in the markets of iCurone were strictly 
limited; yet high ''•)rices were in the circumstances inevitable^" 
In 1631 the English factor renorted that the region o"^  Ahmadabad. 
nroducea about 3000 bal^ -s or more of indigo every ye ir but this 
time hardly oroduced 300 bales. Because the morta-lity rate was 
3 
quite high. The famine also affected the transportation of goods. 
AS in the famine of 1647 the Jinglish factor George Tash and 
others informed from A}-imadabad the president and his council 
at Surat that saltpetre c")uld not be brought from Malpur to 
Ahinadabad which was one - eighth dearer than the lr\st year due 
to the high cost of tr-:msport. It hapoened due to scarcity of 
1. g?I, 1630-33, np.61,96,see also B.G. Gokhale,"Ahmadabad in 
i:ha 17th. century" p. 194. 
2. IvPI 1630-33, p.xiv, see also p.82. 
3. E^I 1630-33, p.178. 
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water and grass caused by the drought. The same horrible situa-
2 
tion orevailed in the famine of 1552. 
The English conducted their commercial transactions 
3 
at Ahmadabad through the help of brokers. Cash was advanced to 
4 
the producers through these brokers. The brokers charged one 
per cent from the sellers and 
5 
one per cent from the buyers. The English did not respond fav-
ourably to their demands and complained that if these brokers 
had no other jobs to perform. Many of these brokers are mentioned 
by name by the English factors. They were Surji Naik at Sarkhej 
(1621), Mathuradas (1622), Gurudas (1622-32), Hari Vaishya(1630), 
Keshav Udaya (1630), Kalyan Parak (1532-1639) who is also fles-
cribed as "house saraf", "Panjew" (1634-36), Balchand (1636), 
Kahidas Surji (1636), Harder Pande, a broker in Saltoetre (1656), 
Kauhji (1658) and Sinha Shah (1662). All these brokers were 
7 
Ahmadabad based, and worked for the English. 
1. EFI 1645-50,P.112 
2. EFI 1651-54, p.82 
3. EFI 1622-23, p.249; EFI 1646-50, p.99 
4. Roques, pp. 86-37, EFI 1655-60, -00.74-75 
5. EFI 1624-29, p.92. 
6. JL63^ -3_6, p. 37. 
7. B.G.Gokhale, op.cit.np.194-195. 
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In 1612 an agreement was reached between the English 
and the local authorities that the English should pay the custo-
ms at the rate of 3^ 5"%, But the Subadar' Of Gujarat suggested 
them to appeal to the Mughal emperor to get it reduced by h %• 
It was also agreed that all the goods would be free of custom 
duty provided that their value did not exceed "ten ri.>ls of 
2 
eight". The English were suppose to pay the custom at one place 
only/ even if their goods passed through many regions of the 
-3 J/ 
empire,''" It seems that the rate of customs reduced in 1616 for 
Indian merchants to 2-2 % both on exports and imports and 2 % on 
gold and silver was levied, 
The English always tried to seek extra concessions 
from the Mughals. They also were not ready to pav usually pre-
valent taxes to the state. They duped the local authorities, 
1. Best, p.LXXXV. 
2. Purchas, iv, p.433' 
3. Lett. Rcvd. Ill, p,79«' 
4. Ibid, iv, p,433. 
5. Pelsaert, p.42. 
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as in 1631 the English factor states, "That gold was sent to 
iihiriadabad. at great risk and there sold at a lower rate than at 
Surat, merely to prevent the Governor from discovering that duty 
1 had not been paid upon it." VThen the officials -^ ried to enforce 
the regulations strictly they were blamed as tyrannial^corrupt 
2 
and recei\erof bribes by the English, In case ot any voilation 
of a farman or any royal order by the local authorities, the 
3 
English attempt was always to get it redressed. When the local 
laws were voilated by the foreign merchants, they were duly 
punished. Once an English factor was fined by the faujdar of 
4 
Ahmadabad when he was found and detected in a whore - house. 
The English factory at Ahmadabad passed through many 
crises and critical phases. At times it was closed, and sometimes 
the number of its employees was reduced. However the mercantile 
importance of Ahmadabad was duly recognised by the English au-
. . 5 
fnorities at Surat. 
1. SFI 1630-33, p.187. 
2. EFI 1646-50, p.57-58,150;EFI 1651-54, p.25; see also chapter 
on saltpetre. 
3. EFI 1637-41, p.225* 
4. D'--'! 1617-23, p.288. 
5. EFI 1618-21, p.52; DFI 1617-23, p.258; EFI1634-36, p.37; 
EFI 1651-54, p.170; EFI 1661-64, pp.22-23, 26,30,94,121. 
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THE DUTCH EAST INDIA COMPANY; 
The Dutch East India Company followed the English, 
the objective behind the establishment of the Dutch East India 
company was not much different from other European companies 
i.e., "to bring into their realme Spices and other commodities"T 
But there was no demand for European commodities in spice Islands, 
The Dutch were thus facod with the problem of payment. Thus they 
were compelled to participate in Indian trade particu'larly to 
acquire Indian coarse cloths. This led to the establishment of 
the Dutch factories in India, 
The Dutch explored the possibilities of Indian trade 
since the beginning of the 17th. century. They realised the 
2 
potentials of Gujarati trade in South East Asia in 1603. To 
explore the possiblities two Dutch factors Wolff and Lafer 
3 
visited Surat. Then in 1606 David Van Deynssen arrived at 
Surat but his efforts were not much successful like the efforts 
4 
of the previous Dutch factors. The Portuguese with the helo of 
Mughal officials thwarted his attempts. Van Ravesteyns's gave a 
1. Purchas,. II, p. 392. 
2. Karl Fischer, "The Beginning of Dutch Trade with Guiarati" 
PIHC, 1965, po207. 
3. Ibid. 
4. Ibid, p.208« 
5. Karl Fischer,p.208. 
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very attractive description of Gujarat trade.As he remarked 
that at Surat spices, comphor, benzo/ ivory, sandal wood, silk, 
zinc, tin, lead, copper, quick silver, porcelain and other goods, 
could be sold at good prices; indigo and various textiles would 
be procured. For this trade Coen thought to establish a factory 
2 
at Surat and this task was entrusted to Pieter Van den Broeke. 
His attempts to secure trade priveleges from the Mughal autho-
rities were of no avail and finally the charge- of Surat affairs* 
3 
was given to P.G. Van Ravesteyn, The first remarkable success 
achieved by the Dutch was in 1618 when Jahangir visited Ahmada-
4 - 5 
bad • and on the petition of the Dutch granted a farman. The 
main provisons of this farman are available in a nishan of 
Prince Khurram who at that time was the governor of Gujarat. 
and had issued the nish'an to the mutasaddi of Surat and the 
faujdars of Burhampur, Ahmadabad and Cambay ordering them to 
obey the imperial fannan. The'clauses of the farman as reproduced 
7 
in Prince Khurram.'.s nishan are as follows: 
1. That the Dutch factors stationed at Surat would,be allowed 
1. Ibid, pp.208-209. 
2. Ibid, p.209' 
3. Ibid. 
4. Tuzuk p.210. 
5- Karl Fisher,-- P;209 
6. Mu tamed khan, Iqbal Nama -i Jah'anqir, Asiatic Society of 
Bengal, Calcutta, 1865,' p. 104. 
7. DPI, 1617-23, p.59. 
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to carry on their trade without hindrance. 
2.That the duty on goods carried out ofSurat would be charged at 
the usual rate. 
3.That the native merchants would be allowed to buy whatever they 
wanted from the Dutch, 
4,That rare items brought in by the Dutch for sale or for being 
given as gifts would not be opened by the authorities. 
5.That the personal effects of a deceased Dutchman would be allowed 
to be handed to his people. 
S.ThaL the disputes amongh the Dutchmen would be settled by their 
own superiors. 
7.That no Dutchman of any one else living in their territory would 
be converted to Islam- by force. 
8.That all eatables and drinks would be allowed to be brought in 
duty - free. 
The imperial order further asked for extension of prote-
ction and security for the Dutch trade from Burhanpur to Cannl:ayand 
Ahmadabad. The Dutch factor Van Ravesteyn takes the credir for 
1. DPI 1617-23, p.59. The nishan is wrongly designated as f^ arman 
noticed by the translator-
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persuading Prince Khurram to issue the nishan on the basis of 
Jahangir's farman. He had reported to the Directors at Amsterdam 
that gifts worth f. 755:3 were also given in this connection. 
Van Ravesteyn states that the clause 2 was an addition by Prince 
Khurram and not a part of the actual farman. It was however, a 
routine. The Dutch were annarently quite satisfied with these 
concessions and enjoyed the same priveleges as their competitors 
2 
the English. In another letter the Dutch factors reported that 
3 
they were getting the same treatment as the English by the 
Mughal authorities. 
The English had strained relations with the local 
authorities in 1621 where as the Dutch enjoyed a smooth relation-
ship. There were restrictions imposed on trade of the English 
but they were allowed to carry some goods from Surat to Ahmada-
4 
bad with the caravan of the Dutch, 
The importance of Gujarat! trade had well been realized 
by the Dutch from the beginning of the 17th Century, It was all 
1. DFI 1617-23/ pp.60-61; Karl Pischer has offered an independent 
translation of' the nishan (p.85) but there is now difference 
in essence betv;een the two versions, . 
2. DPI 1617-23, p.85-
3. DFI 1617-23, p,112. 
4. DFI 1617-23, p.154. 
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the more important for the Dutch to sustain their trade in 
South East Asia. Ahraadabad was of special interest for the 
Dutch owing to the availability of textiles and indicfo besides 
a number of other commodities here. That is why a factory at 
2 Ahmadabad was established, it was subordinate to Surat factory. 
The Dutch exchanged the Gujarati clothes "against Pepoer and 
gold on the coast of Sumatra; with the rials and clothes from 
the pe^r^er from Bantam " The Dutch exchanged painted clothes 
4 
with Islanders of Ceylon for Cinnamon, The Dutch paid one-third 
of the wages of their servants in poor quality cloth s^nt from 
Ahmadabad in the region of cane of good Hipe. And these clothes 
5 
were resold at a rate four t-imes higher than the cost price. 
The fine quality Gujarat clothes to the tune of f.100,000 to 
f.200,000 was expected to be sent by the Dutch in 1622 to Batavia, 
Sllmatra, "Jambi, Moluccas, /wiboina and Banda, A l e t t e r from 
Batavia addressed to the Surat factor in 1623 informed us, "The 
directors had asked for f. 200,000 v.'orth of indigo Oiana and . t 
7 
f. 100,000 worth of indigo sarkhejl' Biana indigo was either not 
sufficient or more expensive owing to the cost of transport or 
1. DFI 1617-23, p.235. 
2. SFI 1618-21, p.308; EFI 1646-50,p.121. 
3. DFI 1617-23, p.Ill* 
4. Roques, pp.89-90. 
5. Roques, pp.89-90. 
6. DFI 1617-23, p.221. 
7. DFI 1617-23, p.273. 
•J 
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Armenian Competition and so attempts were made to secure 
sarkhej indigo. The various towns of Gujarat includin / Ahraadabad 
provided an outlet for the Dutch imports, namely, tin, Penner, 
nusmys, cloves, benzoin, camphor etc. brought from South-east 
2 
Asian markets. 
The Dutch and the English Go-operated with each other 
in Ahmadabad. The conflicts, if any, were being resolved by 
3 
mutual discussions, so long the Dutch were not in sound position 
in Ahmadabad, the i^ Jnglish helped them. The English even lent 
Rs,1,000 to the Dutch. The factors of both the companies- ate and 
drunk' together for some time. In 1625 the Dutch and the English 
had agreed not to invest in Indigo purchase. And when the Dutch 
needed it they jointly planned to buy 500 or 600 churls and then 
7 
shared it equally. The same spirit of co-operation was shown by 
these two companies in Ahmadabad in 1636. They refraimed to buy 
1. Pelsert; p.l8 * ^ 
2. Broecke^p.248. 
3. DPI 1617-23, p.91 see also DFI 1617-23, P.144. 
4. SFI 1618-21, p.354. 
5. Ibid, D.354. 
6. Ibid. 
7. £FI 1624-29, p.'f^ .t . 
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indigo when a monopoly was forced in this trade by the emperor. 
But when the Dutch had better foot-hold in Ahmadabad, the compe-
tition in right earnest had given rise to mutual suspicion, dis-
2 
trust and rivalries. The business dynamics which dictated them 
to be friends forced them to be arch rivals. 
The Portuguese were also a competitor in trade at 
3 
Ahmadabad durinj the first quarter of the 17th century. The 
French appeared on the commercial scene at Ahmadabad in late 
4 
1660s. However, the m a m rivalry remdined between the Dutch 
and the English. 3arkhej indigo was one of the most ^Important 
commodities which both tried to procure; at times by co operation 
and 1-iter on by cut throat competition. Though the Shortage of 
funds was a big handicap for the Dutch, 
In 1618 the English had bought about 1,300 packets of 
oarkhej indigo and the Portuguese had also bought 5,000 packets 
of indigo. The Dutch factor expressed his disappointment in 1621 
that due to the paupity of funds, an excellent orjpurtunity was 
missed to buy indigo at 2/3 rd of its price as the English were 
out of scene. Sut they found this appurtunity only next year 
and the Dutch hoped to earn a profit of 200 per cent on the 
1. £FI 16 34-36, p. 141' 
2. EFI 16 18-21, p.xxxvii 
3. DFI 1617-23, p.62-
4,Rogues, pp.79-80' 
5. DFI 1617-23, p.62 « 
6. Ibid, p. 153. The cause of English abscence h-is not beer-
specified by the Dutch factor. 
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investment in indigo. The Dutch had 3,375 ponds of garkhej indigo 
2 
in stock at .Surat in 1619. In 1622 the Dutch expected to export 
4000 packets of indigo to Holland. The Dutch hoped to buy 4,000 
3 
packets of indigo per annum. The English factor ccmplained in 
1628 that due to the Dutch competition, indigo was not available 
4 
to them. But later on the English seem to be happy when the 
Dutch failed to procure any quantity of indigo at Ahmadabad. 
The English factors noted that due to the Dutch rivalry, the 
quality of indigo deteriorated. 
The trade in textile was not confined to finished cloth 
but both the English and the Dutch also exported cotton yarn. 
A similar competition and trade rlvarly prevailed in cotton 
yarn trade. The English could not buy the required quantity 
owing.to the large investment made by the Dutch at Ahmadabad 
7 
in 1646. The same happened in the case of finished cloth and 
Q 
saltoetre trade, 
1. DFI 1617-23, p.216. 
2. DFI, 1617-23, p,96. 
3. Ibid, D-190' 
4. AFI 1624-2'9, p.307' 
5. £FI 1646-50, p.31; see also EFI, 1622-23, p,334. 
6. EFI, 1642-45; p.202; EFI 1646-50, p,305 
7. EFI, 1646-50,.o.254. 
8. EFI, 1624-29, p.90; Roques, pp.89-90 for details see also 
chapters III & V» 
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The commercial-transaction of the companies were 
adversely affected during the rebellion of Prince Khusran 
against Jahangir. The Dutch trade suffered,and thus they wished 
that no such rebellion would occur in future! 
The Dutch relations with the Mughal authorities dete-
riorated in 1622,' The Dutch attacked ships carrying goods belonged 
2 
to Indian merchants and of a noble or the stature of Asaf Khan. 
For this ontrege a restitution was demanded by the iMughal autho-
rities and when the Dutch failed to comply the order two Dutch 
factors named Hemdrick Adriansz and Marten Tredericks were arre-
3 
sted. The plea advanced by the Dutch was that they attacked t'ne 
4 
ships under the impression that it belonged, to the Portuguese. 
However, in retaliation to this attack on the Indian 
ships by the Dutch the Mughal authorities took action agains the 
English factor at Agra and arrested him. To that the English : 
complained that the Indians could not distinguish between the 
two west European Comnanies. The Mughal S-ispicion was that the 
1. DFI, 1617-23, p.191. 
2. DFI 1617-23, p.19 2; The total loss incurred by Asif Khan alone 
in this attack was calculated as3,055 ducats. 388 rials and 
the silver work. It was restituted in the interest of the comp-
any's trade. 
3. Ibid. 
4. DFI 1617-23, p. 196, The Duxrh protested on the arrest and exp-
ressed cne viev; that it was in voilation of the treaty. 
-163-
two share the spoils jointly. The ships that were attacked 
carried the goods belonging to the merchants of Ahmadabad, 
1 
Cambay and other places. This attack compelled the local autho-
rities to prohibit English and the Dutch from trading at Ahmada-
2 
bad , Broach and Agra. The evidence suggest that uDtill this 
l_ liance these foreign merchants were kept under strict surve/^. ; by 
the local authorities. 
The Dutch had the treedom to deal in any commodity 
3 
except those which were, prohibited. In case of restriction on 
trade in any commodity, the merchants had to seek prior permi-
4 
ssion to deal in that commodity. However, it was not difficult 
to obtain permission from the local authorities. 
But when the Dutch traded in contraband articles with-
out the due permission of the authorities, they were forced to 
make heavy payments to the local officials. At tip^ os their bro-
kers were arrested for these violations. Shaista Khan demanded 
^-- QFI/ 1617-23, pp. 196-7. 
2. D?I, 1617-23, pp.210-228. 
3. Commissariat, Mandelslo, p.28. 
4. S?I, 1646-50, p.67. 
5. Commissariat, Mandelslo, p.28. 
6. EFI, 1634-36, pp.183-84. 
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1 
R-5,600 from the Dutch factors for salttietre transit in 1648^ 
The Dutch were expected to pay the usual custom duties 
in Gujarat which were imposed on all merchants at the rate of 
3-'2% ad valurum on all imports and exports and 2% was to be 
2 
paid on species (or bullion) that is gold or silver. In addi-
tion to the custom duty a tax amount±ng to 1% at value was to 
3 
be paid on goods transported m land. Incidentally there is a 
rei^ ort by the English factor that the Dutch paid 10 per cent out 
of the total value oil goods bought by them in Ahrr.adabad. 
The Dutch commercial operations in Ahm.adabad market 
was vigorously pursued. Their resources were not quite sufficient 
to buy the required commodities. When the Dutch faced financial 
difficulties, at times loans were raised. The Dutch borrowed 
l_ of money from the merchant Prince/Surat Virji Vohra. The loan of 
worth f, 15,000 taken fron- a bania whose name is not given, was 
1. SFI, 1646-50, p.212' 
2. DPI, 1617-2 3, p.133; Pelsaert, p.42. 
3.' DFI 1617-23, p.l33' 
4. £FI 1642-45, p.160-
5. DFI 1617-23, T5.286. 
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returned by the Dutch factors in 162 3. They raised loan in 
the local Ahmadabad market. In 1638 an English factor noted 
that their (Dutch) borrowings reached 1,200,000 mahmudis in 
Gujarat. By 1639 the Dutch were reported to be indebted in 
India to the extent of 9 lakh of rupees as the English factors 
recorded, 
Ahmadabad trade for the Dutch was quite r.ignificant 
in the entire 17th century. But their factory continued to exist 
even much later. It was only in 1744 that they removed their 
4 
factory from Ahmadabad, 
The last company to be established was the Erench which 
was different in character. It was not fully a private enter-
pr se but quasi official. The French too started trading at Ahma-
dabad in late 1660's. They offered some competition to the Dutch. 
As the English recorded in 1669, "The in'terpositions and vyings 
of the French and Dutch nath-made all goods rise upon us verymuch; 
1. Ibid . 
2. SFI 1634-41, p.123-
3. Ibid, p.116. 
4. ImDerial Gaze tteey, v, p.109. 
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wbich we endeavour to avoid, •ic, much as may be, by soi-jking out 
new places; where we had hopes not to be disturbed, but the 
French follow us where soever we goe " 
However, the French company's share in Ahmadabad trade 
never became considerable. 
1, EFI, 1663-69, p.194; see also Roques, pp 86-87. 
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